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“hill. Inthe first place, it was called up some three weeks ago and dis-
cussed, and by the exercise of the most malicious and lndicrous malignity
on the partof several Senatorsthey used up the few minutes wehad then.
Ttwentovera fortnight. Senators wanted to beheard without reference
to anything that was pending in the Sencte, and this continuous babble
about secret sessions and open sessions has interfered with it, and every-
thing that all the dictionary nonsense that it was possible to concert
seemed to be combined for the purpose apparently of defeating this pen-
sion legislation.

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend will pardon me——

Mr. BLAIR. I would like avote on-this bill. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee hascalled
for the reading of the bill. :

Mr. HARRIS. I want to hear the bill read.

Mr. BLAIR. That will make three times it has been read to the
Senate already.

Mr. HARRIS. Ifitmakes the fortieth time, I ask for the reading.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the bill.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar-
rived, it is the duty of the Chair tolay before the Senate the unfinished
business, being the bill (S, 1532) to regulate commerce.

Mr. CAMDEN obtained the floor.

Mr. MORGAN. If the SBenator from West Virginia will yield to me
T will move that the Benate proceed to the consideration of executive
business, in accordance with notice given yesterday.

Mr, CAMDEN, I yield.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the question on the
motion the Chair will present a House bill for reference.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 7481) making an appropriation for the Department
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, and for other
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication
from the of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu-
tion of February 4, 1885, certain information relative to claims of Pot-
tawatomie Indians; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and
joint resolution: .

A bill (8. 82) toamend an act entitled ‘“Anact to amend the statutes
in relation to immediate rtation of dutiable goods, and for other
purposes,’’ approved Juune 10, 1880;

A Dbill (8. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880,
entitled “‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans-
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’” to the port of
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; and :

Joint resolution (8. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap-
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex-
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh
section of the statute be extended to the E!rt of Tampa, Fla.

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow-
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States;

A bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States;

A bill EII. R. 6637) relating to contested-election cases; and

A bill (H. R. 7465) to amend section 3357 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880,
and section 3339 of said Revised Statutes as amended by section 16 of
the act of March, 1879,

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr.
MorGAN] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execn-
tive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consider-
ation of executive business. After three hours and thirty-seven min-
utesspentin executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock
and 44 minutes p. m.) the SBenate adjourned. :

NOMINATIONS.
Execulive nominations received by the Senate the 15th day of April, 1836,
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.

Charles A. Spofford, to be collector of cusboms for the district of Cas-
tine, in the State of Maine, vice William H. Sargent, term expired.

POSTMASTERS.

Gilbert W. Farrington, to be postmaster at Monson, Mass., vice Ar-
thur D. Norcross, to be removed.

Hiram Foote, to be postmaster at Amesbury, Mass., vice J. W. Good-
rich, term expired. ;

Charles N. Perley, to be postmaster at Danvers, Mass., vice Joseph
E. Hood, resigned. :

Patrick M. Shea, to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, Mass., vice
William P, MecFarland, term expired.

Frank B. Patchen, to be postmaster at Silver Creek, N. Y., vice John
I. Lamphere, whose term expires April 28, 1886.

CONFIRMATION.
Ereculive nomination confirmed by the Senate, April 15, 1886.
POSTMASTER.
R. E. Goodell, to be postmaster at Leadville, Lake County, Colorado.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, April 15, 1886.

The Housemet at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplnin, Rev. W. H.
MiLBURN, D. D. L
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved.

AMERICAN PORK.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed:

To the House of Representalives :

In nse to a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 6th instant,
requesting the Secretary of State “‘to transmis, if not incompatible with the
publie interest, copies of all correspondence between his De]g:rlment and the
re];l)resemﬁvm of France, Germany, Austria, and any other country
which has partly or entirely restricted the im on of Ammam pork," L
transmit herewith the report of the Secretary of State on the subject,
GROVER CL%ELAND.

ExecuTivE MANsioN, Washington, April 14, 1886,
TAXATION OF PETROLEUM IN HOLLAND, ETC.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed:

To the House of Representatives:

In mom to a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 17th ultimo,
requ g the Secretary of State * to communicate to the House of Representa-
tives, if not incompatible with the public interest, copies of the recent corre-
spondenoennd dispatches between the of State and the minister of the
United States at the Hague, touching the subject of taxation of petrol in
Holland and in the Dutch colonies, and that of the export therefrom of leaf-
tobaceo to the United States,” I transmit herewith the report of the Secretary

of State on the subject.
GROVER CLEVELAND.
Execvrive Maxsiox, Washington, April 14, 1836,

UNITED STATES ASSISTANT TRE.&BUR'ER, NEW YORK.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of force and salary
of assistant treasurer at New York, in lien of estimates heretofore sub-
mitted, for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

BUILDING, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS., ETC.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary
of War of appropriations for building at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.,
purchase of land at Jeffersonville depot, Indiana, and purchase of land
at Neptune Island, New York; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

HORACE P. HOBSON.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitfing a copy of the order and find-
ings of fact by that court in the case of Horace P. Hobson, adminis-
trator, &e., against the United States; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

HENRY BAZINSKY.

The SPEAKER also Iaid before the House a letter from the assistant
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find-
ings of fact by thatcourt in the caseof Henry Bazinsky, administrator,
&ec., against the United States; which was referred to the Committee
on War Claims,

LEAVE OF ABSEXNCE.

By unanimous consent leave of ahsence was granted as follows:

To Mr. HENDERSON, of Illineis, for three days, to attend the funeral
of his brother-in-law in New York.

To Mr. MILLARD, until April 24, on account of important business.
 To Mr. PIDCOCK, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO




3512

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Arrin 15,

To Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, for ten days, on account of important
business.

To Mr. ELLSBERRY, for ten days, on account of important business.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw
from the files of the Forty-third Congress the papers in the caseof J. W.
Habridge, without leaving copies.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer ares-
olution for reference.

Mr. BEACH. I object.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY TREASURY DEPARTMENT.

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privi-
leged report. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to
report the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to ask its
immediate consideration.

The report was read, as follows:

Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 12, 1888,

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to transmit to the
House a schedule of all claims allowed by the acconnting officers of the Treas-
ury since the allowance of those embraced in House Executive Document No. 70.

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the resolution call-
ing upon the Secretary of the Treasury for a schedule of all elaims allowed by
the accounting officers of the Treasury since the allowance of those embraced
in House Executive Document No. 70, having considered the same, report it buck
herewith, and recommend its adoption with the following amendment: At the
end of line 3,after the word ** Treasury,"” insert the following words: * Under
appropriations, the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur-
prus fund, under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 20, 1874.”

The SPEAKER. The question’is on agreeing to the amendment
proposed by the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was then adopted. s

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Iask unanimous consent to report a bill from
the Committee on Military Affairs for reference to the Private Calen-
dar, .

Mr. BEACH. Ishall have to object. . That report can be made when
the committees are called nnder the rules. .

Mr. MURPHY. Iask unanimous consent fo offer at this time fo
adoption the resolution which I send to the desk, :

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Saturday, May 1, after the reading of the Journal, be set apart
for the consideration in the House as in the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union of House bill No. 5869, ‘

Mr. DUNHAM. What is the bill?

Mr. HATCH. I object.

Mr. MURPHY. Does the gentleman object if the bill is referred to
the Committee of the Whole? I do not understand that he does.

Mr. HAMMOND and Mr. SPRINGER called for the regular order.

Mr. WILLIS. After consultation with a number of gentlemen on
the floor, I move to dispense with the first morning hour.

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be done.

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have the regular order.

Mr. McCREARY. The committees have not been called for some
time.

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. A two-thirds vote
is necessary for the adoption of this motion.

The guestion being taken, the motion was not agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re-
ports to be referred to the appropriate Calendars. The call rests with
the Committee on War Claims. ]

ADMINISTRATORS OF S. H. HILL.

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5849) for the relief of Henry H. Epping
and Alexander M. Brannan, administrators of 8. H. Hill; which was
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar,
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

T. J. PITZER.

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

ESTATE OF AYERS P. MERRILL.

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re-
ported a bill (H. R. 7878) for the relief of the heirs and estate of Ay-
ers P. Merrill, deceased; which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

GEORGE CONWAY. :

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also

the bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of George

ported back adversel
qaid on the table, and the accompanying report

Conway; which was
ordered to be printed.
i ELIZABETH HENDERSON.

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back
adversely the bill (H. R. 2178) for the relief of Elizabeth Henderson;
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to
be printed.

BONDS OF EXECUTORS.

Mr., HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
reported, as a snubstitute for H. R. 3189, a bill (H. R. 7879) to. amend
the law relating to the bonds of exécutors in the District of Columbia;
which wasread a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 3189 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table.

BOOK-MAKING, POOL-SELLING, ETC.

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5044) to prohibit
book-making of any kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia
for the purpose of gaming; which was referred to the House Calendar,
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

LOTTERTES,

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia,
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 2294, a bill (H. R. 7880) to pun-
ish the selling and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of Col-
nmbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 2294 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table.

MEDICAL EXAMINERS.

On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Interior Department was discharged from the further con-
sideration of a letter from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a letter from the Secretary of the Interior in relation to an
inerease of number and salaries of medical examiners in the Pension
Office; and the same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

BOARD OF PENSION APPEALS—SALARIES.

On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of Towa, the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Interior Department was also discharged from the further
consideration of a letter from the acting Secretary of the Treasury,
transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Interior recommending
that the salaries of members of the board of pension appeals be in-
creased; and the same was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions,

OBJECTS OF VALUE AND ART.

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back
favorably joint resolution (8. R. 46) accepting from Julia Dent Grant
and William H. Vanderbilt objects of value and art presented by va-
rious foreign governments to the late General Ulysses 8. Grant.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the report required
by the resolution. The rule requires each bill to be accompanied by a
written report.

Mr, SINGLETON. I will withdraw it, then, for the present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can present the report hereafter.

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well; I will do it.

The joint resolution was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered
to be printed.

MANUSCRIPT BELONGING TO THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported
back favorably the bill (5. 1851) establishing a ¢ommission to report to
Congress on manuscripts belonging to the Government; which was re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole ITouse on thestate of the Union,
and ordered to be printed.

The SPEAKER. The same order in reference to the accompazying
report will be entered in this case as in the other,

INTERNATIONAL POLAR EXPEDITION,

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back
favorably Senate concurrent resolution to print report of international
polar expedition to Lady Franklin Bay; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

EDUCATION.

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, also reported
back favorably concurrent resolution to print 38,000 copies of report of
Commissioner of Education for 1884-'85; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr. CLEMENTS, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 5135) to classify labor
and equalize the pay of employés under the Government of the United
States; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying reportordered
to be printed.

-
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YACHTS.

Mr. BLISS, from the Select Committee on Anierican Ship-building
and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with amendment the bill (H.
R. 1602) amending the Revised Statutes relating to yachts; which was
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed. .

ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT, ETC.

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Select Committee on the Election of
President and Vice-President, reported back with amendment the bill
(S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and
Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the
votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions
arising thereon; which were referred to the House Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

THOMAS R. WARE.

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back
the bill (H. R. 7881) to remove the political disabilities of James R.
Ware, of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and,with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. s

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary to report back adversely the memorial of John
MecC. Perkins for the impeachment of Thomas L. Nelson, judge of the
district court of the United States, Massachusetts. And Ihave thought
it proper to call the attention of the House to it before I move to lay
the memorial on the table, which I now do.

The memorial was laid on the table,and the accompanyingreport or-
dered to be printed.

PROOF OF LOYALTY.

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported,as a
substitute for H. R. 3184, a bill (H. R. 7882) to repeal in part and
to limit sections 3480 and 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 3184 was laid on the table.

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACTS.

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported
back, as a substitute for H. R. 4305, a hill (H. R. 7833) in relation to
claims arising nunder the provisions of captured and abandoned property
acts, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re-
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or-
dered to be printed.

House bill 4305 was laid on the table. .

ESTABLISHMENT OF SUBTREASURY, LOUISVILLE, KY.

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and
Measures, reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H.
R. 902) establishing a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky.; which was re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

INSPECTION OF LIVE STOCK, ETC.

Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3899) to provide for the
inspection of live stock, hog-products, and dressed meats, and for other
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House pn
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
he printed.

BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.

Mr. HATCH submitted the following resolution; which was read,
referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed:

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 27th day of April, 18386, after the second call of com-
mittees, be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented
by the Committee on Agriculture; this order not to interfere with general appro-
priation or revenue bills; and, whether interfered with or not, shall be a continu-
ing order until the bills p ed by said ittee shall be disposed of,

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported
back with adverse recommendation joint resolutions and a bill of the
following titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table,
and the accompanying reports printed, namely:

Joint resolution (H. Res. 14) requesting the President to invite the
co-operation of the governments of American nations in securing the es-
tablishment of free commercial intercourse among those nations and an
American enstoms nnion;

Joint resolution (H. Res. 94) to authorize the President of the United
States to invite the autonomic governmentsof America to send delegates
to an international American congress to arrange for the arbitration of
all national differences; and

A bill (H. R. 5444) for the encouragement of closer commercial re-
lations in the interests of the perpetuation of peace between the United
States and the Republics of Mexico and Central and South America and
the Empire of Brazil.

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION.
Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, also re-
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 7267 a bill (H. R. 7884) authorizing
the President of the United States to arrange a conference for the pur-

| pose of promoting arbitration and encouraging reciprocal relations be-

tween the United Statesof America and the Republics of Mexico, Cen-
tral and South Ameriea, and the Empire of Brazil; which was read a
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

House bill 7267 was ordered to be laid on the table.

Mr. BELMONT asked and obtained leave to file the report of the
minority on said bill,

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS, PHILADELPHIA.

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re-
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (8. 830) granting
the right of way to the Schuyvlkill River and East Side Railroad Com-
pany through the arsenal and naval asylum grounds at Philadelphia,
Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be

rinted.
< KENSINGTON AND TACONY RAILROAD COMPANY.

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4243, a bill (H. R. 7885) granting
the right of way to the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Company
through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Pa.; which was referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 4243 was ordered to be laid on the table.

MARTIN MURPHY.

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2156)
for the removal of the charge of desertion from the record of Martin
Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

JOHNSON §. PRALL.

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 329) for
the removal of the charge of desertion against the record of Johnson 8.
Prall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also
reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 670) to
authorize the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company to pur-
chase certain land, and for other purposes; which was laid on the table,
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr. ERMENTROUT, the Committee on Military Af-
{airs was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R.
4446) for the repair of Fort Marion, at Saint Augustine, Fla., and the
inclosure of the grounds attached to suid fort, and the same was re-
ferred to the Committee an Appropriations.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles;
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports
ordered to be printed, namely:

A bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of Francis J. Conlan; .

A bill (H. R. 1777) to authorize the Secretary of War to correct the
record of certain meritorious soldiers of the late war, and to secure to
them an honorable discharge from the service, and to provide for the
payment of the salary or bounty withheld from such soldiers by reason
of their alleged desertion;

A bill (H. R. 5428) for the relief of George W. Meloy;

A bill (H. R. 3952) removing the charge of desertion from the record
of John Knockelman; -

A bill (H. R. 4613) for the relief of George Henry Parker from the
charge of desertion; and i

A bill (H. R. 1705) for the relief of W. P. Payne.

JAMES M. M'KAMEY.

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Aflairs, reported back
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of
James M. McKamey; which was referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

DONATIONS OF CANNON, ETC.

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3020) donating
condemned cannon and eannon-balls to the village of Albion, Orleans
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County, New York; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed.

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also rted
back with a favorable recommendations the bill (H. R. 3021) donating
condemned cannon and cannon-balls to the village of Nunda, Living-
ston County, New York; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re-
port, ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported
back with adverse recommendationsbills of the following titles; which
were elt?id on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be
printed:

A bill (H. R. 3553) for the relief of Mannister Worts and others;

A bill (H. R. 3723) directing the Secretary of War to amend the rec-
ord of Cyril Greenwood; and

A bill (H. R. 3589) for the removal of the charge of desertion from
Marshall N. Murphy, late a private in Company A, Fourth Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry.

CHARLES W. FAUST.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Mili Affairs,
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (IL. R. 2704)
for the relief of Charles W. Faust; which was referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany-
ing report, ordered to be printed.

JOHN F. S. ITARDAWAY.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.
3696) to relieve John F. 8. Hardaway from the charge of desertion;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

PHILIP TAYLOR.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Aflairs,
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the hill (H. R.
4727).to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of
Philip Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the YWhole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or-
dered to be printed.

EMANUEL KLAUSER.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.
3887) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser; which was referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calender, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

JOHN H. WALTERS.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.
3214) for the relief of John H. Walters; which was referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendm' and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
also reported back with adverse recommendations bills of ' the following
titles; which were laid on the table, and the aoeompanymg reports or-
dered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Desire B. Johnson;

A bill (H. R. 4065) for the relief of Charles E. Molen;

A bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief 6f Charles H. Hammond from the
charge of desertion;

A bill (H: R. 4676) removing the charge of desertion against Charles
Lowther;

A bill (H R. 1909) to remove the charge of desertion from the military
record of William C. .'I'ones,

A bill (R. R. 3965) removing the charge of desertion from the military
record of Thomas Bowles; and

A bill (H. R. 3299) for the relief of John Wells.

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR.

Mr.VIELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as a
substitute for H. R. 238, a bill (H. R. 7886) for the relief of telegraph
operatorsduring the war; ' which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 238 was laid on the table.

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS.

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back
with a favorable recommendation the House resolution to fix a day for
the consideration of the bill (F. R. 7635) to consolidate certain bureaus
of the Navy Department; which was referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Aflairs, also reported
back with a favorable recommendation the House resolution to fix a day

for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval es-
tablishment; which was referred to the House Calendar.
NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1883.

Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2557) limiting
a portion of an act entitled *‘An aet making appropriations for the na-
val service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur-
poses;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Umon and, with the accompanying report, ordered to
be printed.

Mr. HERBERT obtained leave to present the views of the minority,
to be printed with the report of the majority.

PRE-EMPTION OF PUBLIC LANDS, ETC.

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Publiec Lands, reported in lien
of sundry bills a bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws providing for the
pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber
culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole Iouse on the state of the Union, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained leave to present the views of
the minority, to be printed with the report of the majority.

LAND DISTRICTS, NEBRASKA.

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back
with a favorable recommendation a bill (S, 1487) toestablish two addi-
tional land districts in the State of Nebraska; which by unanimons con-
sent was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to he printed.

LANDS IN RANDOLPII COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

Ar. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported baclk
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. IR, 334) granting the title
of the United States to certain lands to the county of Randolph in the
Btate of Illinois on certain conditions; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac-
companying report, ordered to be printed.

PEORIA AND MIAMI INDIANS,

Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as
a substitute for H. R. 739, a bill (H. R. 7888) to provide for the allot-
ment of lands in severalty to united Peorias and Miamis in the Indian
Territory; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac-
companying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 739 was laid on the table.

INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS AND. NEBRASKA.

Mr. PERKH\S “from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back
with a favorable Tecommendation a bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing .and
directing the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time of the pay-
ment of the purchase-money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe
and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas;
which, by unanimous consent, was referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA.

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Terrifories, reported back with
a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the or-
ganization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other p ; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

Mr. BARNES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to submit the
views of the minority, to be printed with the report.

PENAL COLONIZATION.

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back,
with the recommendation that it lie on the table, a joint resolution of the
Legislature of New Jersey relative to penal colonization; and it was so
ordered,

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWBURG, N. Y.

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Pubthulldmg,s and Grounds,
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1569, a bill (IL. R. 7889) to erect a
public building at Newburg, N. Y.; which was referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the ntnte of the Union, and, with the accom-
panying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 1569 was laid on the table.

PUBLIC BUILDING, AKRON, OHIO.

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds,
also reported, as a substitnte for H. R. 5734, a bill (H. R. 7890) for the
erection of a building at Akron, Ohio; which was referred to the Com-
mitte of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac-
companying report, ordered to be printed.

House bill 5734 was laid on the table.

PUBLIC BUILDING, SEDALIA, MO.
Mr.WADE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
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reported, as a substitate for H. R. 1376, a bill (H. R. 7891) to provide
for the erection 'of a public building in the city of Sedalia, in the State
of Missouri; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompaning report, ordered
to be printed.
House bill 1376 was laid on the table.
PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. .

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2885) for the erection of a pub-
lic building at Helena, Mont.; which was referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying
report ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PETERSBURG, VA.

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (8. 480) for
the improvement and enlargement of the public huilding at Peters-
burg, Va.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be

rinted.
B INVESTIGATION OF PACIFIC BAILROADS.

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, re-
ported, as a substitute for the resolution (Mis. Doc. 142) directing an in-
vestigation of books, accounts, &e., of the Union Pacific Railroad, a
resolntion (Mis. Doc. 225) authorizing an investigation of books and ac-
counts and systems of acconunts of the Pacific railroads which have been
aided by the United States Government; which was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the
accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

LOUISA C. BEEZELEY.

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Beeze-
ley; which was referred to the Committee of the YWhole House on the
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

- JOHN M'GOWAN.

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John Mec-
Gowan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

NELSON MONEOE.

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6088) granting an in-
crease of pension to Nelson Monroe; which was referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying
report ordered to be printed.

CHARLES SCHULER.

Mr. O'HARA, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back ﬁwombl{ the bill (H. R. 7208) for the relief of Charles Schuler;
which was to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

RANDOLPH SEAMAN.

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Randolph Seaman;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

CALLIE WEST. L

Mr..O'"HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7222) granting a pension to Callie West;
which was referred to the Committeeof the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

T ISAAC N. HAWKINS.

Mr. O’HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of
Isaac N. Hawkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed. :

MRS, MARGARET COLBATH. *

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, reported back
favorably the bill (E. R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

SARAH A. VAUGHN.

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private
Calendst, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

SAMANTHA A. SMITH.

Mr. MORRILL, from ithe Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6452) granting & pension to Samantha
A. Bmith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered tobe printed.

ARS. SARAH CASTEEL.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sazah
Casteel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed.

MARTIN J. REYNOLDS.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to Mar-
tin J. Reynolds; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered
to be printed.

SAMUEL ROBBINS.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel
F{(c])bbins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed.

JOHN H. WESTERHOUSE.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to John
. Westerhouse, late of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home
Brigade ) Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers; which was referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac-
companying report ordered to be printed.
MARY 8. WOODSON.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension to Mary
S. Woodson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

JAMES D. COTTON. s

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6117) granting a peiision to James
D. Cotton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the Private Calendar, and .the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re-
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever-
ally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be

printed:
A bill (H. R. 6802} restoring to the pension-roll James Watson;
A bill (H. R, 6805) to increase the pension of Michael Wetzel;
A bill (H. R. 6497) granting a pension to Charles H. Walford; and
A bill (H. R. 7085) granting a pension to Archibald Mathews.
ROBERT CHAWNER.

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration
of the bill (H. R. 6719) to pension Robert Chawner; and the same was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

CHAXNGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was

i from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6532) for

the relief of the widow of the late Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Haskin, United

States Army; and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5343) for
the relief of Thomas Smith; and the same was referred to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

ANTOINETTE BIRNEY.

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antoinette
Birney, widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney; which was referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

MARY A. THOMAS.

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6747) granting a pension to Mary A.
Thomas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be
printed.

REBECCA ALLEN.

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back favorably thebill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to Rebecca Allen;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the acompanying report, ordered to be printed. -

NANCY R. BROWN.

My. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
back with amendments thebill (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to Nancy
R. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse
glel the t?;xéivaw Calendar, and, with the accompanyingreport, ordered to

printed.
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ADVERSE REPORTS,

Mr, SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported
backadversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table,
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H, R. 5753) granting a pension to Eliza E. Berry; and

A bill (H. R. 2126) granting a pension to Mary E. Bryant.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr. SWOPE, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was
disch from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4800) for the
relief of Matilda Caldwell, late Matilda Sparks; and the same was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, and
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 5318) for the relief of John Sturgis; and

A bill (H. R. 5666) granting a pension to Arnold Carey.

NAVY PENSIONS, ETC.

Mr. HUTTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor-
ably thebill (H. R. 4702) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised
Statutes relating to pensions to certain disabled persons who have served
in the Navy or Marine Corps; which was referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report
ordered to be printed.

ADVERSE REPORT.

Mr. LANDES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back ad-
versely the bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of William H. Deery; which
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be
printed.

J HENRY H. SIBLEY.

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with amend-
ments the bill (H. R. 2485) for the relief of Henry H. Sibley; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal-
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the views of the minority; which were
ordered to be printed with the majority report.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis-
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1898) for the re-
lief of the heirs of Martin Webb, deceased; and the same was referred
to the Committee on War Claims.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
reported hack adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 407) for the relief of the Adis Israel Hebrew congre-

gation of the city of Washington, D. C.; and

A hill (H. R. 2194) to exempt the property of the Young Men’s

Christian Association of Washington, D. C., from taxation.
b LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL BASIN.

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4927, a bill (H.
1. 7892) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland Canal Ba-
sin, npon eertain conditions; which was read a first and second time,
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
ordered to be printed. .

House bill 4927 was laid on the table.

YOUNG WOMEN’S CHRISTIAN HOME, DISTRICT OF COLUBMBIA.

Mr. GAY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate the trustees of the
Young Women’s Christian Home, in Washington, D. C.; which was re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Hounse on the Private Calendar,
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

MONUMENT TO U. S. GRANT. _

Mr. STAHLNECKER, from the Committee on the Library, reported
back favorably the bill (8. 1564) for the erection of & monument to the
late Ulysses S. Grant; which was referred to the Committee of the
Whcle House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

SAMUEL NOBLE.

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill
(H. R. 7893) to remove the bar of the statute of limitations, that Sam-
uel Noble may prosecute a cotton claim before the Conrt of Claims;
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS.

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as
a substitute for the bill H. R. 7549, a bill (H. R. 7894) to amend the
internal-revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying
report, ordered to be printed.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
they had examined and found truly corolled a bill (H. R. 7632) to es-
tablish a light-ship off the entrance to the Chesapeake Bay; when the
Speaker signed the same.

INDIAN COMMISSION,

The SPEAKER. The next businessisthe call of committees for the
consideration of bills; and the pending question is on a bill (H. R.
6973) to provide for the appointment of a commission to inspect and
report on the condition of Indians, Indian affairs, and for other pur-
poses, which comes over from a previous morning hour.

Mr. HOLMAN rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana hassixteen minutes
of his time remaining.

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, of the first hour,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has sixteen minutes of his time,
There is one hour afterward.

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. I would ask the gentleman if this can not
be passed over by unanimons consent until to-morrow, retaining its place
without prejudice?

Mr. MORRISON. No; to-morrow is private bill day.

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwillstatethat arequest has been made by gentle-
men connected with the Committee on Territories that this bill should be
allowed to go over to a laterdate, Tnesday, perhaps, of next week is the
latest, without losing its place under the call. If we can have the right
of way on Tuesday for the consideration of the bill I shall make no ob-
jection to the request for the purpose of accommodating the gentlemen
who make this suggestion. I thereforeask unanimous consent that this
bill be passed over, to be entitled to consideration for one hour on Tues-
day in the usual time,

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

Mr. HOLMAN. I fartherrequest that any gentlemen who desire to
propose amendments to the bill may be permitted to present them and
have them considered as pending. i

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL 6973.

Mr. HOLMAN moved the following amendments to House bill G073:

First. Fill uP the blank in line 6, first section, with the word “major."”

Second. Fill up the blank in third line of the fifth section with the word
"teg.:: and in the fourteenth line of same section with the words * ten thou-
sand,

Third. In line 16 of fifth section, after the word ‘' commission,” the following
words: ‘' not drawing salaries, nine thousand.”

Fourth, Strike out the word *'five," after the word " twenty,” in twenty-sec-
ond line of the fifth section.

By Mr. CUTCHEON:

1. Amend the title of the bill to read as follows:

“A bill to provide for reorganizing and further defining the dutics of the
Board of Indian Commissioners, and for other purposes.”

2. Amend section 1 of said bill so that it shall read as follows:

““Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representalives of the Uniled Slales of
Americain Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, and he
is hereby, authorized to reorganize the Board of Indian Commissioners, so as
to make it to consist of seven persons, two of whom may be detailed from the
officers of the Army, who shall report to the Secretary of the Interior for durty,
the other b o appointed from the existing board, from eivil life, or
detailed from ofticers in the service of the Dera.rtmam. of the Interior. And
when said Board of Indian Commissioners shall be so appointed, the organiza-
tion and functions of the present Board of Indian Commissioners shall cease and
determine, It shall be the dul.‘y of the said reorganized Board of Indian Com-
missioners to perform all duties heretofore intrusted to and performed by the
Board of Indian Commissioners; and they shall inspect all goods and supplies

urchased for the Indian service, and advise the Commissioner of Indian nirs

n re| to the purchase of such goods and supplies, It shall also be the duty
of d commissioners, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to
inspect from time to time, as he may require, the condition of the Indians of
the various tribes and bands on the different reservations under the cate, con-
trol, or jurisdiction of the United States.”

CONTESTED ELECTIONS,

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee on
Elections to call up the bill (H. R. 6637) relating to contested elections
and put it upon its passage.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read.

Tne bill is as follows:

Be it enacled, &¢., That section 127 of the Revised Statutes of the United States
be so amended as to read as follows :

*All gfficers taking testimony to be used in a coniested-election case, whether
by deposition or otherwise, shall, when the taking of the same is completed, and
without unnecessary delay, certify and carefully seal and immediately forward
the same, by mail or by express, addressed to the Clerk of the House of Repre-
sentatives of the Uni Srates, Wnshinan, D. C.; and shall also indorse upon
the envelope containing such deposition or testimony the name of the case in
which it is taken, together with the name of the party in whose behalf it is taken,
and shall subscribe such indorsement.

“The Clerk of the House of Representatives, upon the receipt of such deposi-
tion or testimony, shall file the same with the clerk of the Committee on Elece-
tions. As soon as all the testimony relating to any caseis received by the clerk
o! the Committee on Elections he shall notify the contestant and the contestee
by registered letter through the mails to appear at the committee-room at the
Capitol, in person or by attorney, at a reasonable time to be named, not exceed-
ing twenty days from the mailing of such letter, for the pu of being pres-
ent at the opening of the sealed pack of testimony and of ngre.einf: upon
the parts thereof to be printed. Upon the day appointed for such meeting the
clerk of the committeo shall procecd to open all the packages of testimony in
the case in the presence of the parties or their attorneys, and such portionsof the
testimony as the to have priuted shall be printed by the Pub-
lie Printer, under the direction of the clerk of the committee; and in case of
disagreement between the parties as to the printing of any portion of the testi-
mony, the said clerk shall determine whether such portion of the testimony
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#hall be printed; and the said clerk shall prepare a suitable index to be printed
with the record. *

“If either party, after having been duly notified, shall fail to attend, by him-
self or by an attorney, the clerk of the committee shall proceed to open the pack-
ages, and shall cause such portions of the testimony as he shall be of opinion
ought to be printed. '

* He shall carefully seal up and preserve the portions of the testimony not
Krinted. as well as the other portions. when returned from the Public Printer, and

y the same before the Committee on Elections at the earliest opportunity. As
soon as the testimony in any case is printed, the clerk of the Committee on Elec-
tions shall forward by mail, if desired, two copies th f to the and
the same number to the contestee, and shall notify the contestant to file with
the clerk of the committee within thirty days a brief of the factsand the authori-
ties relied on to establish his ease. The clerk of the committee shall forward by
mail two copies of the t's brief to the contestee, with like notice.

** Upon receipt of the contestee’s brief the clerk shall forward two copies thereof
to the contestant, who may, if he desires, reply to new matter in the contestee’s
brief within like time. All briefs shall be printed at the expense of the parties
respectively, and shall be of like folio as the printed record; and sixty copies
thereof shall be filed with the clerk of the committee.”

Sec. 2, That the clerk of the Committee on Elections shall hold his office until
his successor is appointed and qualified. He shall receive for his services $2,000
per annum ; and he shall prepare, when directed by the committee, for publica-
tion, a digest of election cases, but shall not be entitled to additional compensa-

tion therefor.
I ask that the report be also read.

Mr. TURNER.

The report (by Mr. TURNER) is as follows:

The Committee on Elections, to whom was referred the bill relating to con-
tested elections (IL. R. 6637), bave had the same under consideration, and ree-
ommend its passage,

By the present practice the printing of the evidence and preparation of the
briefs in mntoauu{ elections ean not be done until the Committee on Elections
is al.]vpoinl.ed and organized.

The object of this bill ia to have the evidence printed and the briefs filed be-
fore the new Congress ts, By this arr t it is believed that the work
of the committee can be ndvanced at least two months, and the titles to the dis-

ted seats can be determined before the other business of the House is ready
or consideration.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to sup-
ply an omission which was made in the draught of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding at the end of line 37, section 1,the following words:
**And the notice of contest and the answer of the sitting member shall also be
printed with the record.”

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Georgia a ques-
tion, with his permission.

Mr. TURNER. I yield for a question.

Mr. SPOONER. I want to inquire if the Committee on Elections
vonsider, if this bill be enacted into a law, it will be effective in secur-
ing the taking of testimony in the manner there provided?

Mr. TURNER. Has the gentleman concluded his question ?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir.

Mr, TURNER, T desire to state in reply to the gentleman fi
Rhode Island that this bill does not attempt to alter in any respect the
present statute governing election contests, except in the particular
that it requires the printing of the record by the Public Printer before
the new Congress commences, and for that purpose I think the bill will
be thoronghly effectual. 3

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. 'TURN ER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

REAPPRAISEMENT OF CERTAIN IMPORTED MERCHAXNDISE,
Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Ways

cers at the port of New York in respect to the appraisement and reappraisement
of the merchandise in controversy. o]

Meanwhile, to wit, on the 218t of December, the House passed the resolution
calling for the letters and documents in the case, whereupon Lehmann was in-
formed by the Secretary of the Treasury that, pending the investigation of Con-
Eress, no ‘l‘url.l’.c\ler action would be taken by the tary in reference to his offer
to prove fraud.

The committee are of opinion that a resolution ealling for letters and docu-
ments ought not to delay or hinder an investigation by the Department of
charges of fraud against its officials. They therefore recommend the ado
of the following resolution,

Mr. HEWITT. Unless some further information is demanded with
respect to this resolution, I move that it be put nuponits passage. Itis
unanimously reported from the Committee on Ways and Means.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution
was adopted; and also moved that tlie motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

IMPORTATION OR LANDING OF MACKEREL.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed
by the Committee on Ways and Means to call up the bill (H. R. 5538)
relating to the importing of mackerel canght during the spawning sea-
son. This is on the House Calendar, and the feport is No. 343.

The bill was read at length.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. § , I now move to
postpone the further consideration of this bill to the 18th day of May,
after the second call of committees.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas desire to fix
the hour? However, he will have control of that matter himself, in
the event of the adoption of his motion, and can call it up at any time
during that day. :

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not know that this com-
mittee will be called at that time.

The SPEAKER. The right of consideration would not be affected
by that. Whether the committee is called or not the gentleman conld
call it up any time during the day.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Could its consideration be postponed simply
to the 18th day of May and then be called up at any time during the
day?

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, if
adopted, would make it in order to call it up at any time on that day.

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas to postpone the further consideration of this bill to the time
fixed,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote
by which the motion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to
reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

PORT OF OMAIA, NEBR,

. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up from the House
Calendar the bill (S, 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June

' 10, 1880, entitled *‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme-

and Means I ask immediate consideration of a resolution on the House |

Calendar, reported from that committee, in regard to the reappraise-
ment of imported merchandise.

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested Lo proceed to hear
and determine the charges made by L. Lehmann, ashe was proceeding to do at
the time of the of the lution of the 'Home. and that he report the
result thereof to the House of Representatives at the earliest possible date con-
sistent with a proper determination of the question at issue.

Mr. HEWITT. Thereisareportalsopreceding thisresolution, which
I ask to have read.

The report (by Mr. HEWITT) was read, as follows:

The Committee on Ways and Means have had under consideration the letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury,t in resy to a resolution of
the House, adopted December 21, ¥385.mlling for copies of letters and docu-
ments relating to the a&)plieation of L. Lehmann for a reappraisement of cer-
tain imported merchandise. They find that Lehmann has filed charges with the
Secretary of the Treasury that there was collusion between the examiner and
merchant appraiser in this case, by which his invoice was frandulently raised,
and he wns eomgziled to pay duties not lawfully imposed by statute. They find
further that the tary of the Treasury informed Lehmann that he had no
power to set aside a reapprai t 1 it could be clearly shown that the
appraising officers acted unlawfully or dialmneutl{;e

]p!. P further that on the 2&{ of December Lehmann notified the Secre-
tary of the Treasury that he was prepared to furnish proof of fraud or of a fraud-
ulent conspiracy between the merchant appraiser and certain custom-house offi-

diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the
port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, dec., That the privileges of immediate transportation of dutiable
merchandise conferred by the act of June 10, 1850, entitled **An act to amend
the statutes in relation to i diate tr tation of dutiable goods, and for
olher purposes,” be, and the sameare hereby, extended tothe portof Omaha, in
gfdsx'::tw of Nebraska, as provided for as to the ports mentioned in section 7 of

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iwill only say the committee
addressed a communication to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he
advised this extension of the privileges of the act to the port of Omaha
be granted. Unless some gentleman wishes to make some inguiries or
remarks I will ask for a vote on the bill.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reeon-
sider be Jaid on the table. A

The latter motion was agreed to.

PORTS OF PORTLAND AND PORT TOWXNSEND.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I callup for consideration the
bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to amend the statutes in-
relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other
purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, d¢,, That the privileges of the first section of the act approved
June 10, 1880, entitled *'An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate
{ransportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” be,and the same are
hereby, extended to the port of Portland, Oreg.; and that the privileges of the

first and seventh sections of said act be,and the same are hereby, extended to
the port of Port Townsend, in Washington Territory,

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re-
consider be laid on the table. -

The latter motion was agreed to.

PORTS OF KEY WEST AND TAMPA.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Icallup for consideration the
Jjoint resolution (8. R. 10) to amend the statute in J:illa.tmn to the im-
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap-
proved June 10, 1830, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex-
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provislons of the seventh
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

dre., That the provisions of the first and seventh sections of t!mund.

the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 2 of
the act of June 9, 1880, and section 3389 of said Revised Statutes, as
amended by section 16 of the act of March 1, 1879.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, d&re., That section 8357 of the Reviscd Statutes of the United
States, as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1350, be further amended
and re-enacted so as to read as follows:

o Evergeooileohr shall keep a reeord, in a book or books provided for the pur-

to pen to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenue,
ndg}z uly collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name and resi-

d every p »d in the facture of tobx orsnufl in his dis-
trict, the place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of the
manu ; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manu-
facturer, a copy of every inventory required by law to be made by such manu-
facturer, and an abstract of his monthly returns; and he cause the several
manufactories of tobacco or snuff in his district to be numbered consecutively,
which b shall not be thereafter changed, except for reasons satisfactory

Resolved, &c.,
°?‘éﬁ£.‘-‘;£};‘ msﬁ;??gf o‘ﬂ%?mum e ::;“rsv?ﬁiﬂm 10, 1830, be extended
0 tho Dot of K oy West, Fis, : Aod that the Lrovisions. of ‘ths seventh: section
of the same act be extended to Tampa, Fia. And all the other provisions of
said act shall apply to bothsaid ports and to all goods and merchandise therein
mentioned.

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord-
ingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote
by which the resolution fwas passed; and also moved that the motion to
reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up for consideration the
bill H. R. 4007.

The SPEAKER. The bill H. R. 4007 is on the Private Calendar,
the Chair is advised. It is to admit free certain articles for the benefit
of a church.

Mr. SPRINGER. Does a bill of that character go to the Private
Calendar?

The SPEAKER. Itdoes. Itis for the benefit of a private institu-
tion. ' ,
Mr. SPRINGER. , But it has relation to the revenue.

The SPEAKER. So has every bill which appropriates money; but
if it is for the benefit of a private individual or corporation it is a pri-
vate bill.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Is it in order to ask unani-
mous consent for the consideration of-this bill?

The SPEAKER. Not in this hour, because this hour is devoted to
business of a particular class.

BONDS OF BREWERS.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am directed by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means to call up for consideration from the House
Calendar the bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States.

The bill was read, as follows: -

Be it enacled, &:¢., That section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the Uniied States
be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows:

“*Sgc. 3336, Every brewer, on filing notice asaforesaid of his intention to com-

ee or i shall a bond to the United States, to beap-
proved by the collector of the district, in a sum equal to three times the amount
of the tax which, in the opinion of the eollector, said brewer will be liable to pa;
during any one month, and conditioned that he shall , OF cause to be paid,
as herein provided, the tax required by law on all beer, beer, ale, r’m'
and other fermented liquors made by or for him, before the same is soid or re-
m for e ption or sale, except as hereinafter provided; and that heshall
keep, or cause to be kept, & book, in the manner and for the purposes herein-
after , which shall be open to inspection by proper officers, as by law
required; and that he shall in all respects faithfully comply, without fraud or
evasion, with all requirements of law relating to the facture and sale of
any malt liquors aforesaid; and he shall execute anew bond, whenever required
so to do by said collector, in the amount above named and conditioned asabove

ided, which bond shall be in lieu of any former bond or bonds of such brewer

n respect to all liabilities accruing after its approval by said collector.”

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The only change in the law
proposed by this amendment is that whereas, under the present law,
. the brewers give an annual bond for twice the amount of the tax that
is supposed to be payable during any one month, this makes the bond
a continning perpetual bond for three times theamount, with powerin
the collector to require anew bond whenever in his judgment 1tshould
be demanded. The act was submitted to the Burean of Internal Rev-
enueand approved by it as being inevery way equal to the presentstat-
ute and removing an unnecessary burden from the brewer, and remov-
ing also the questions that occasionally arise as to the effect of the
lapseof time and the failure to renew the bond upon the security. That
is the sole ohject of it. If there is no further explanation demanded,
I ask that the bill be put upon its passage.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to re-
consider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

MANUFACTURERS OF TOBACCO.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call up from the House Cal-
endar for consideration the bill (H. R. 7465) to amend section 3357 of

s 7

to himself and approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue,”
Sec. 2, That section 3389 of said Revised Statutes, as amended by section 16 of

}hﬁ act of March 1,1579, be further ded and re ted 80 ns to ns
ollows:

“ Every collector shall a record, in a book provided for that purpose, to
be open to the ion of only the proper rs of internal revenue, in-

cluding deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name aud resi-
d of every p din facture of cigars in his distriet, tho
lace where such manufacture is carried on, and the ber of the fi
ry; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manufacturer,
an abstract of his inventories and monthly returns; and he shall canse the sev-
eral manufacturers of cigars in the district to be numbered consecutively, which
number shall not thereafter be changed.”

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The sole that is made
by this bill in the present statute law is that in each of the sections as
they stand- now are the words, *‘to be open to the inspection of any
person.”” TUnder the law as it now is, the manufacturers of snuff, to-
bacco, and cigars are compelled to file certain schedules, inventori
and reports, which taken together reveal all their private business, an
the formulas under and by which all their manufactures are made, and
which, if examined by a competitor or rival, give to that competitor
or rival all the business secrets of the manufacturer. The committee
did not think the Government ought to go partners in this improper sort
of business method, and give to others the means of obtaining this secret
information. They have thereforesimply stricken out the words *‘to be
open totheinspection of any person,’’ and inserted the words, ‘‘to be open
to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenue, including
deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents;'’ this particular clause
having been dranghted by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as
being entirely ample for the purposes of revenue. If thereis no further
explanation desired, I shall ask that the bill be put upon its passage.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ;

#ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon-
sider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

PORT OF ENTRY, CAPE CHARLES CITY,

Mr. HEWITT. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and
Means to call up House bill No. 5789, to amend section 2552 of the Ie-
vised Statutes of the United States,

The bill was read, as follows: .

Be it enacled, &¢., That paragraph 1 of section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States be amended by striking out ** Cherrystone," in the sixth line,
and inserting in lien thereof * Cape Charles City ;"' so that it will read ** Cape
Charles City shall be the port of entry,” &e.

Mr. HEWITT. This bill changes the port of entry from Cherry-
stone to Cape Charles City, because a railroad has been constrneted .
and anew terminus made. Itisapproved by the Secretary of the Treas-

ury.

%‘ha SPEAKER. Has the hill been reported from the committee?

Mr. HEWITT. It has been duly reported and the report filed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and A

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The Iatter motion was agreed to.

EXPORT TOBACCO MANUFACTORIES AND DRAWBACK.

Mr. HARRIS, Mr, Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee of
Ways and Means to call up from the Calendar the bill (H. R. 2522) to
anthorize the establishment of export tobacco manufactories, and for
drawback upon imported articles used in manufacturing exported {o-
bacco.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, as there is not much time left to be
occupied by this eommittee, I ask unanimous consent that this hill be
considered in the House without going to the Committee of the Whole.
This will give us farther time, so that we may complete or rather pass
the bill. .

The SPEAKER. There are twenty-two minutes left. The gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON ] asks unanimous consent that the
bill indicated be considered in the House without going to the Com-
mittee of the Whole.
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Mr. McADOQO. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to offer to this

bill.

The SPEAKER. The course proposed will not prevent that unless
the previous question is demanded and ordered by the House.

The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill as above.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISOXN ]
moves that the Committee of the Whole be di from the further
consideration of the bill the title of which has just been read, and that
the bill be considered in the House. -

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, &e., That it shall be lawful to establish export-tobacco manufac-
tories for the facture of tob exclusively for exportation, under such
regulalions as the Secretary-of the Treasury may preseribe; and that the pro-
visions of section 3433 of the United States Hevised Statutes, and sections 14 and
15 of the act of May 28, 1880, entitled **An act to amend the laws in relation to
internal revenue,” so far as applicable, shall be in force in respect to such ex-
port lobacco manufactories; and thatthe same drawback shall be allowed to a
manufacturer who shall use sugar or molasses in his export tobacco manufactory
upon which an import duty has been paid that would beallowed under existing
laws to a person exporting the same, such drawback to be allowed and paid as
now provrlfud for by law.

BEc. 2, That exports of manufactured tobacco not produced in export tobacco
manufactories shall be entitled to a drawback of 90 per cent. of the duty upon
such imported articles as are actually used in the manufacture of such exported
tobaecco, upon such evidence and under such regulations as shall be preseribed
by the éecretnnr of the Treasury.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, Iask for the reading of the report which
accompanies the bill.
The report was read, as follows:

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. It. 232)
to authorize the establishment of expori-tobaceo manufactories, report :

That the committee have had said bill under consideration, and find that for
many years a large has been done in the exportation of manufactured
tobaceo: that at this time more than 10,000,000 pounds per annum of tobacco
manufactured in the United States isexported for consumption in foreign coun-

es.

It also appears that in the course of manufaeturing said tobacco large quan-
tities of sugar, licorice, licorice-paste, rum, aleohol, and other articles are used,
upon which customs duties or internal-revenue taxes are levied and collected by
the United States.

1t also alppeu'aﬂmi these duties and taxes add so materially to the cost of man-
ufacture that American manufacturers of tobacco for export find themselves at
great disadvantage in foreign markets in competition with manufacturers of
other countries, who are relieved from such dulies and taxes.

Upon aconsideration of the facts, your committee have reached the conclusion
that it will be wise to relieve American manufactured tobacco exported Lo for-
eign countries from this burden, as a means of stimulating and inereasing our
foreign trade in this important article of manufacture.

Your committee eall attention to the fact that this subject was referred to the
honorable Secretary of the Treasury for his opinion. The Secretary referred
the subject to the Commissi of 1nternal Revenue for his views, and that ofl-
cer reported that— ’

* As it is evidently sound policy to favor the exportation of domestic products,
I would recommend the enactment of the bill into law.” -

Secretary Folger, in transmitting the letter of Commissioner Evans, said:

“ In further response to your inquiries, I will add that I see no practical difi-
culties in the way of executing the law if it be enacted, it appearing to be
entirely consonant with the existing lawsauthorizing the establishment of man-
ufacturing warel for the manufact of medieines, preparations, eompo-
sitions, perfumery, cosmetics, eordials, and other liguors exclusively for ex-

portation.
“The interests concerned areshown to be now quite large, though placed at

considerable disadvantage, and it would seem that they are equally as deserv-
ing of the fostering care of the Government as the other interests named."
And the bill also meets the approval of the present Commissioner of Internal

Revenue.
Your committee therefore repor}'mid bill back to the House of Representa-

tives, and recommend its passage.

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] is en-
titled to the floor.

Mr. WISE. The gentleman has kindly yielded to me. I want to
offer an amendment to the second section of the bill. I move to strike
out,in the third line of the second section, the words ** 90 per cent.’’
and insert the words ‘‘ the whole amount;”’ so that it will read, *‘that
exports of manufactured tobaceo not produced in export tobaceo manu-
{actories shall be entitled to a drawback of the wholeamount of the duty
paid upon such imported articles as are actually used in the manufact-
ure of such exported tobacco upon such evidence and under such regu-
lations as shall be required by the Secretary of the Treasury.” .

Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House but a moment in support of the
amendment which I have offered. I approve, of course, of the objectof
1thisbill. Thereare two classes of manufactoriesembracedinit. Those
who manufacture tobacco exclusively for exportation get under the first
section of the bill such imported articles asare used in the manunfacture
of their tobacco without the payment of any duty. Those manufact-
urers who are engaged in the manufacture of tobacco for home con-
sumption as well as for exportation are required topay the duty in the
first instance, and under the provisionsof the second section of this hill
are entitled to a drawback of only 90 per cent. Thus it will be seen
that the two classesof manufacturers are not put upon terms of gquality.
I understand the purpose of retaining the 10 per cent. to be to coverany
probable eost which may be occasioned to the Government by the allow-
ance of the drawback. Tobacco, Mr. Speaker, is taxed in three ways.
There is o tax of 8 cents a pound upon all manufactured tobacco.
The manufacturer pays in addition a special tax and the fees of the

inspector of his tobacco. These inspectors can guard and protect the
interests of the Government against the possibility of fraund if this bill
be passed. These officers are in the manufactories every day, and they
can perform every duty which is required under the provisions of this
act, and I can see no necessity for the retention of 10 per cent. of the
tax. I have said, Mr. Speaker, that tobacco is already taxed largely.
Twenty-six millions have reached the Treasury as the result of taxation
of tobacco during the present year, and the ohject of this bill is simply
to enable these manufacturers of tobaceo to go to the foreign markets
and there enter into competition with tobacco mannfactured in Canada,
in Australia, and in other portions of the world.

Mr. DUNN. Will the-gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. WISE. Certainly. s

Mr. DUNN. The general Jaw as to rebate applicable to all other
articles exported reserves 10 per cent. to pay the expense of collecting
and refonding the rebate. Now, why should we make an exception in
this instance ? : -

Mr. WISE. I have already told the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr.
Duxx] that the retention of 10 per cent. is not necessary in this case,
because the manufacturers are already taxed (I think unjustly) for the
payment of the fees of the inspectors, who ecan and will perform all the
duties mentioned by the gentleman, and the allowance of the drawback
will entail no expense npon the Government. In the caseof cosmetics
and medicines the manufacturers are not called upon to pay the fees of
the officers employed to protect the Government against frand. But the
tobacco manufacturers are already taxed to pay the fees of the officers
of the Government.

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Wise] and myself represent probably the largest tobaceo manufactur-
ing interest in the world. I am entirely satisfied with this amend-
ment. It would be very unfair to the large manufacturing interests
of my district if they were compelled to erect separate buildings for
making up this export tobacco. The Lorillards are located in my dis-
triet, and pay I think a million dollars in revenue to the Government
every year, besides employing thousands of people. To allow them
the same rebate that will be given to manufacturers having separate
buildings will be only a matter of justice. To pass this bill as it is
now will be to revolutionize their entire establishment and that of the
other tobacco manufactories. It will cause them more additional ex-
pense than any possible rebate to meet its requirements. It is not nec-
essary to have a separate building, as the manufacture is now under
thorongh Government inspection in all its departments; and besides,
the hill gives the Secretary of the Treasury full discretion to make all
necessary roles to prevent frauds on the revenue. This invidiouns dis-
tinction of one factory against another will derange and damage the
whole tobacco trade.

Mr. DUNN. They import in bond, do they not, articles they usein
the manunfacture of tobacco for export, and therefore avoid the expense
of collection and refunding which wonld exist in the case of a rebate?

Mr. McADOO. My objection to the bill in its present form is that
it would compel these manufacturers to erect separate buildings in which
to manufacture their export tobacco, or they wonld lose the 10 per cent.

Mr. DUNN. That is, if they import in bond articles to be used in
the manufacture.

Mr. McADOO. As they undoubtedly do. This bill will serionsly
damage many establishments and injure instead of aid the trade unless
amended. Ifa personor company has a large establishment he or they
must npset their works; if a small manufactory, the great expense of
new buildings must be undergone. Frand can be perpetrated in the
one case as well as in the other.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire the Honse to understand that
this bill was maturely considered by a subcommittee and still more
=0 by the full Committee of Ways and Means. The committee has pre-
sented the bill to the Hounse without amendment. The bill is a bant-
ling of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisg], drawn by himself.

Mr. WISE. The gentleman will allow me to say that it was not
drawn by myself. It was drawn, at the instance of a very large man-
ufacturer, by another gentleman. I offered it at his request.

Mr. HARRIS. I speak by authority of the superseription of the
bill. I know nothing of the details.

I wish to say to the House, as some members probably have not at-
tended closely to the reading of the report, that we regard thisasa
business propesition solely in the interest of the expartation of manu-
factured tobaceo to other countries, We are satisfied that those who
are engaged in the manufucture of tobaceo for export have resting upon
them an inenbus of taxation which does not apply to manufacturers
in foreign conntries; and the result, in one instance, has been to drive
out of the city of Danville a capitalist having in plant and fixtures for
the manufacture of tobacco for export several hundred thounsand dol-
lars. He has had to turn his back upon his home and move his estab-
lishment to Australia, This is the effect of thisinenbus as it attaches
to all articles mannfactured in this counfry for export.

hMr. DUNN. Idid not know the tariff increased the price of any-
thing.

Mr. HARRIS. That is a debatable question, and we remand it to a
future day. Isimply wanted to make this explanation in justification
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of the Committee on Ways and Means, who reported the bill, I believe,

withont dissent.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will allow me to say I think this
bill is right in principle, but I would like to inquire, why not extend
it to afl other manufacturing operations? There is a bill, I think, be-
fore the committee to that effect. .

Mr. MORRISON. Well, neither the world nor all export manufact-
uring interests were created in a day. So let us do a little at a time.
‘We are going just as fast as we can. This measure has merit, it is plain,
and may be passed in the hour allotted and but a small part of which
is left to us. &

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr, HARRIS] has said about all I care
tosay. I wish to add, however, that our friend from Virginia [Mr.
'WisE] is rather hard to please in all that relates to tobacco. I did sup-
pose, when we had reported after mature consideration his bill, word
for word and letter for letter as he introduced it and asked us to report
it, he would be satisfied; but it seems he is not. He now offers an
amendment. His amendment gives a drawback of all duties paid on
articles imported and used in tobacco for export. The bill as reported
gives back but 90 per cent. if the tobacco is manufactured elsewhere
than in an exporting manufacturing warehouse.

Now a word by way of explaining the discrimination made in the
bill; I mean this difference of 10 per cent. in amounnt of drawback.
The bill is intended to encourage the building of tobacco exporting
warehouses; and where tobacco is manufactured for export in such an
establishment we propose to remit all the taxes paid on articles im-
g:ro:a)d and used in the manufacture. Where in any establishment to-

is manufactured, part for export and part to be sold and consumed
at home, we propose toretain 10 per cent, of the tax, so as to encourage
the building of export warehouses. The reason is, where tobacco for
export is made in the same establishment with tobacco manufactured
for home consumption there may be some cheating. The object of re-
taining the 10 per cent. tax in the latter case is to offer inducement—10
per cent. of the tax—for the manufacture of export tobacco in separate
warehouses, where no other tobacco is made, thus assisting in the pre-
vention of fraud, as we believe. The bill also remits the tax on dis-
tilled spirits used in making the tobacco exported under the same con-
ditions and limitations as now remitted in case of some other articles
made for export.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, in my previous remarks I omitted one
essential statement. The provisions of this bill are very similar to, and
almost identical with, the provisions of a bill reported to the Forty-
eighth Congress. That bill was approved by the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury of the last adminis-
tration, as this bill is approved by the Commissionerof Internal Revenue
and the Secretary of the Treasury of the present administration, show-
ing that it is not complicated in its administration, that it is wise in its
provisions, and that itencourages the export trade of our tobacco manu-
facturers. 5

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS]
will allow me just one minute.

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield ?

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I think it is hardy proper for me as
the exponent: of the committee to stand here and allow their bill to be
mutilitated in this sort of way. We do not know whether with these
proposed amendments the bill will meeft the concurrence of those who
are to administer and enforce the law. :

Mr, MILLS. I hope the gentleman will allow me just one minute.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate to whom he yields ?

Mr. HARRIS. I call the previous question on the bill and amend-
ments.

Mr, HISCOCK.. Isitin order to offer an amendment to the bill?

Mr. MORRISON. The previous question has been moved on the bill
and amendments, as I understand.

The SPEAKER. 1t has.

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman will allow me to offer an
amendment.

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for an amendment?

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir,

Mr. HISCOCK. Let us have a division on ordering the previous
question.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 33.

So the previons question was ordered.

The question recurred on Mr. WISE'S amendment.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 47.

Mr. McADOO. No quorum.

The SPEAKER. The hourunder the rule has expired and the bill
goes over, the pending question being on the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisg]. ;

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order of business.

SALE OF GOVEENMENT PROPERTY, CHICAGO.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from
Illinois will withdraw the demand for the regular order of business until

I have an opportunity to ask unanimous consent in behalf of the Com-
mittee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds to call up the bill (S. 1394) to
pmnde for the ascertainment of the market value of certain property
in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to sell and convey said property.

Mr. MILLS. Has the other question been disposed of?

The SPEAKER. It has not. The hour has expired, and the hill
will come up in the next morning hour. f

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.,
WORTHINGTON] ?

Mr. SWOPE. T object.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. There are two or three gentlemen who were ab-
sent when their names were called, and if there be no objection their
reports will be received.

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

The DUNHAN. The bill referred to by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. WorTHINGTON] relates to a matter in the district I represent on
this floor. Is it in order for me to know, Mr. Speaker, what member
made objection to taking it up ?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SwopPE]
objected. ;

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. SworE] will withdraw his objection.

F SAMUEL NOBLE.

Mr. QATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill
(H. R. 7889) for the relief of Samuel Noble; which was read a firstand
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEIL

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a
substitute for H. R. 7549, a bill (H. R. 7890) to amend the internal-
revenue system of legislation, and for other purposes; which was read
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered
to be printed.

House bill No. 7549 was laid on the table.

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, CHICAGO.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I appeal again to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [ Mr. SwopE] to withdraw his objection to calling up Senate
bill 1394, to provide for the ascertainment of the market valne of cer-
tain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize tho Secretary of
the Treasury to sell and convey said property.

Mr. SWOPE. I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there further objection?

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not rise to object to the measure, The ques-
tion is one of some importance, and I would suggest, if the bill be al-
lowed to come before the House, some agreement should be reached by
which twenty minutes’ debate will be allowed upon it.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think amoment's explanation will satisfy
every gentleman it is an entirely proper measure.

Mr. HOLMAN. Doesthe gentleman agree to allow. twenty minutes?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIS. I am compelled to object. Let my friend from Illi-
nois make a five-minute statement, reserving the right to object.

Mr. HOLMAN. It can go over until to-morrow morning after the
reading of the Journal.

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to calling the bill np with
that nnderstanding. !

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to that understand-
ing.

RIVER AND HARBORE APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. WILLIS. So fur as the Committee on Appropriations is con-
cerned it is ready to go on with the consideration of that bill without
any general debate whatever. I move, therefore, that the gencral de-
bate. be limited to one minute.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point, as there has been
no debate on the bill, the motion to close debate is not in order.

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object.

Mr. WILLIS. I ask by unanimous consent, as the copies have been
exhausted, there be a reprint of the bill and accompanying report.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered
accordingly.

Mr. WILLIS moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering
the river gnd harbor appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. WELL-
BORN in the chair).

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill
(H. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and
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preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other
purposes.

Mr, WILLIS. Mr, Chairman, it is not the desire of the committee to
discnss this bill, except under the five-minute rule. I have, represent-
ing the committee, made a report showing the rivers and harbors for
which appropriations are recommended, and the amounts allotted to
each., That report has been printed, and is before the House. The to-
tal amount is $15,120,000; for harbors ting $4,000,000, and for
rivers nine or ten millions of dollars. other words, two-thirds of
the bill is estimated for rivers and about one-third for harbors.

And now, Mr. Chairman, having made this brief statement, in order
to obtain the sense of the House, reserving the balance of my time if
it shall be necessary to use it, I move that the committee do now rise,
:iln(ll)ismting that my purpose is to submit a motion to limit the general

ebate. -

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 114,
noes 12.

So the motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the
river and harbor bill, had come to no resolution thereon.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for
the further consideration of theriver and harbor bill; and pending that
motion I move that all general debate upon the bill be limited to ten
minutes.

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentocky that it
would be better to let the general debate run for a short time, at least,
before submitting that motion.

. Mr. WILLIS. Well, what length of time would the gentleman sug-
t?
Mr. HISCOCK. I wonld suggest to the gentleman this, that I think

it would facilitate the consideration of the bill if the gentleman wonld
allow the general debate to go on and be exhausted. For my own part
I do not think there will be any prolonged general debate. I thinkin
all frankness that this should be done, so as not to let it appear at the
outset as if it was an attempt on the part of the committee havin
charge of this bill to stifle ({,ebate. I repeat, in my opinion it wou]g
facilitate the consideration of the bill.

Mr. WILLIS. I will state to the gentleman from New York that
there is no intention or desire on the part of the committee to shut off
anybody from any reasonable opportunity of debating the bill. We
have had no intimation, however, up to this time from anybody, ex-
cept the objection made by the gen n from Kansas [Mr. ANDER-
s0N], that any member of the Honse desired to discuss the bill, and
consequently we thought it useless to exhaust the time of the House.

Mr. HISCOCK. Why not let the general debate run’ for a short
time, and then see if there is any disposition to continue it? I do not
think there is any disposition on the part of the opponents of the bill
to take up any length of time.

Mr. WILLIS. I am sureof that; and if the gentleman will indicate
some time when the debate, in his opinion, might be closed—

Mr. HISCOCK. I have suggested that it be allowed torun withont
limit for a while. ]

Mr. WILLIS. I will state that in consequence of the illness of sev-
eral membersof the committee and those on the other side of the House
some members are necessarily absent, and of course the committee is
somewhat embarrassed, and we have not felt called upon to indulgein
any general debate, but thought it proper fo ask the House to takeup
and consider the bill under the five-minute rule, which I think will
give all of the debate required, because in that manner every para-
graph of the bill will be subject to explanation and discussion.

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no idea, as I have already said, who desires
on this side of the House to speak for or against the bill; but for a bill
carrying such a very large sum of money as this, it seems to me that
the gentleman should go back into the committee and see what the dis-

ition of the House is after debate has begun. And I say again that I
muva there is no intention or p on the part of gentlemen, those
who wish to discuss or eriticise the bill, to embarrass its passage in any
manner; but certainly ample time should be given for its consideration.

Mr, WILLIS. The gentleman from New York is better versed in
these matters than I am, in consequence of his long experience here;
and as we have no intimation of a desire on the part of anybody to dis-
cuss the bill, I should be glad if he would suggest some time.

Mr. HISCOCEK. I do not know that my experience has been longer
than that of the gentleman from Kentucky:

Mr. WILLIS. It has been better, at all events.

Mr, HISCOCK. And it is witha view toallowing the debate to con-

. tinue for a while, and then to get an expression from the House as to

the length of time, that I have made the tion to the gentleman
from Kentucky. That being done, it will not look as if it was an at-
tempt to stifle debate, and I am satisfied that we will make more rapid
progress.

Mr. WILLIS. While I appreciate fully the grounds upon which the
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gentleman bases his suggestion, I would, in turn, suggest to him that
many gentlemen are unwilling to be detained here by a general debate;
and if there is to be a general debate, they will naturally want to know
when it will terminate and when the bill is to be taken up for consid-
eration. They will ask how long the general debate is to run, and I
know, as the gentleman from New York is well aware, that there isal-
ways a desire, during the continuance of & prolonged general debate, on
the part of gentlemen to absent themselves for convenience in attending
to other business, for which the general debate offers the opportunity.

Mr, HISCOCK. I can only say to the gentleman from Kentucky
that at the present time I am not advised of the name of a single gen-
tleman who desires to make a speech upon the bill. I donot know that
there is one. Likely, however, there may be; and, if so, the opportu-
nity should be afforded to them. I repeat that in my opinion it would
facilitate the bill.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the object of general debate on
such a bill is to give information to the House and country of the nat-
ure of the bill; and the object of continuing debate is to answer points
and objecdions which may arise. It does seem to me unreasonable, be-
fore any debate has commenced, to limit the time, because until thesub-
ject begins to be discussed nobody can tell what is necessary to be said.
Now, surely, the discussion of such a bill as this ought not to be an
empty farce. Itought to grownaturally out of what is said at the com
mencement of the debate and during its continuance. .

It onght to be such in its character as to satisfy the House that the
items and the principle of the hill will commend themselves to the
House and to the country.

Now, we onght not, if we are going to pass a bill like this, to bave
it followed by the usual tempest of misunderstanding which follows
such a thing as this. It does appear to me the wisest course for the
House, and the best thing for the country, is to give free rein to dis-
cnssion within such limits as shall be made reasonable by ihe House
after the commencement of the discussion.

What is the object of discussion except to bring out the points of the
bill, to bring out the objections of members, and to afford an answer to
them, if answer can be made, or to modify the hill if no answer can be
made?

Mr. REAGAN addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable, but the Chair has
permitted these remarks to be made to see if an understanding can be
arrived at. i

Mr. REAGAN. The privilege of general debate is insisted on by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. REED]. For what purpose? They both avow they are
not prepared to discnss this measure. They have no point to make
against it. No oneelse has p todiscussit. Isthepurpose sim-
ply to delay this House in its business and to show a Democratic House
can not get through the public business? If that is it we had better
understand it. If the object is to wear out time and delay public busi-
ness, we had better understand it. The bill has been for a long time
printed. It has been accessible to gentlemen, and if any desire to de-
bate it they have the means of knowing its contents, and should be in
a position to state their objections. But it is a different thing simply
tg bgalbl about in the brush to see what objection can be raised against
the bill.

Mr. HISCOCK. Thewords of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA-
GAN] deserve some answer. I shall speak for myself, and I have no
doubt the gentleman from Maine can speak for himself. I certainly
have not sought to delay legislation at this session of Congress. The
gentleman from Texas knows it, and this House knows it; neither by
long speeches nor by making any sd;;eech when it was not a proper oc-
casion, nor by any improper methods. And I desire to say further to
the gentleman from Texas, that this side of the House has not sought
on any occasion to delay the orderly, regular, systematiec, energetic,
carrying out of the policy of the House, if it have one. We have done
nothing to produce delay, and if we are to have a long session of Con-
gress, I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas here and now he
need not advertise to the country that we on this side of the Houseare
responsible for it, v :

Mr. WILLIS. Just one word. I accept the statement the gentle-
man from New York makes in perfect good faith. I do not believe fora
single moment that any one purposely designs to delay thisbill. That
ismy personal eonviction, and I believe it is well founded. But wecome
here and no one has offered todebate the bill and a number of members
of the committee are absent. If any suggestion in regard to the debate
is to be made let us hear it and consider it.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does the gentleman from Kentucky mean to
say that he proposes, with no explanation except what he can make in
ten minutes, fo present a bill of this sort to the House ?

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman from Maine, I have pre-
sented a report in which I have analyzed the bill from beginning to
end. I have no idea the gentleman has done me the honor to read the
report or that he will do so. But if he desires to know the contents
of the bill he will read that report. But there is no wish on the part
of any member of the committee to prevent any reasonable considera-
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tion of this bill; none whatever. Let ﬁmﬂemen, however, indicate
some time. If they will say two hours, my motion and
make it two hours; and I will say farther ontha part of the committee
that gentlemen on that side can have t.hree-iour&hs of that time. Is
not that fair?

Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas. Imllmysoﬁlrnslammneamed
that that is fair,

Mr. WILLIS. ThenI my motion, and will say two hours.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that this side of the Houseshall

have thrulﬁ::&ttem of that time?

Mr. W. I find as to that I have made a suggestion which my
colleagues on the committee do not agree to. But I will change my
motion so as to give the other side what amounts to three-fourths of
the time, by making the whole time for general debate two and a half
hours instead of two hours, with the understanding that if thatlength
of time is notoccupied in the general debate we will go akead with the
consideration of the bill by paragrapbs.

The SPEAKER. The question ofa division of the time is a matter
of arran, nt. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the river and harbor bill; and

pending that motion he moves that general debate be limited to two
md a half hours.

The motion to limit debate was agreed to.

‘The motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORX in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the river and
harbor appropriation bill By order of the House all general debate
on this bill has been limited to two hours and a half. The Chairwould
inquire as to the arrangement touching the division of the time.

Mr. LIS. Iwill ask the Chair tostop mewhen I have occupied
twenty minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in compliance with the wishes of my
colleagues on the committee, I desire to call gttention to the ameunt
and character of the appropriations recommended in this bill. I will
also very briefly submit one or two remarks of a general nature. Iwill
not stop at this late day to discnss any supposed constitutional objec-
tion to this class of appropriations. There is no question now more
fully settled than the right and duty of the Federal Government, within
proper limitations of economy and public necessity, to regulate and to
facilitate commerce by all appropriate public works.

While all political partiesare agreed as to this, there are in both par-
ties upright, patriotic, and honorable men who object to bills of this
kind unless the amount appropriated is reasonable and the ohjects na-
tional in their character. Our committee submitsthis bill as one com-
ing within the description I have just stated. We think that if calls
for no more than isimperatively demanded by the commercial interests
of the country, and we are fully persuaded that the most critical sern-
tiny will show that both the rivers and harbors which are enumerated
are worthy of improvement and a publie necessity.

Coming then briefly to the first objection, which is that bills of this
character sometimes appropriate for objects that are not national in their
character, I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole
for a few minutes to an analysis of this bill in answer to that objection.
The main divisions of the bill are of courss between rivers and harbors.
The amount recommended for harbors is $4,415,500, about one-third
of the whole. Considerably more than one-half of t.hntsnm or $2,705,-
000, is appropriated for fifteen harbors, the amounts therefor
from $100,000 to $435,000. The mention of those harbors will answer
the question as to their national character. They are New York, Bal-

timore, Chieago, Toledo, Galveston, Cleveland, Mohﬂe, and other har-

bors of equal importance and of like dignity.
There are eleven other harbors—such as Boston, Oswego, Milwankee,
Duluth, Erie, Oakland, &c.—the ap ions for which from

$50,000 to $95,000 each, aggregabng ,000. The appropriations for
these twenty-six more mmmmmwmsa,uo,ooo thatis,
over three-fourths of the whole amount are for harbors of the character
which I have named and which are set forth in detail in the printed
xeport:fmpmymgthlshﬂ], and which I will print as a part of thess
Temar

There are fifteen other harbors, the recommendations for which range
in amount from $20,000 to $50,000 each, and which receive byt.hm bill
5420 000. Theremaining harbors, mghty-one in number, receive $975,-

01' river and channel items there are one hundred and sixty-five rivers
and five channels recommended, amounting in the aggregate to $10,-
185,200, whlch is two-thirds of the whole bill. Of this amount, the
Mississippi River from its headwaters to the passes receives $3,725,000,
or Over ome-th:rd of the whole. Bixteen other large rivers receive
$3,831,500. Two channels, Hay Lake, in Michigan, and Saint John’s,
in Florida, receive §$——. Adding these sixteen rivers and two chan-
nels to the Mississippi River we will have for seventeen greab rivers

and two channels $——, being nearly four-fifths of the amount recom-

mended for suchimprovements. The national character of these rivers
will be from their names, Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Illi-
nois, Delaware, Red, James, &e. (page 2 of report), and next as to the
aggregate amountof the bill. How does it compare with similar bills,
and if larger, is its increase justifiable before the country ?

The first appropriation of this kind wasin 1802, for the Delaware River,
which received the sum of $30,000. Bince then has, with one
or two exceptions, voted similar appropriations every year. These river
and harbor bills have annually increased in amount, and keeping pace,
but not equal pace, with the increase of the wealth, commerce, and pop-
ulation of the country.

Thus we find for the year ending June 30, 1871, the sum of $3,445,-
900 was appropriated; for 1872, $4,407,500; for 1873, $5,588,000; for
1874, $6,102,900. Passing to the yeaxr 1879, we find $8,323,700; 1880,
$9,577,495; 1881, $8,976,500 was appropriated; in 1882, $11,451,300;
for the year ending June 30, 1883, which is the largest bill ever passed by
any Congress, the amount was $18,988,875; for the year ending June
30, 1884, there was no appropriation, For 1885 the amount was $14,-
948,300; and for the year 1886—this year—there was no appropriation.
Thus it will be seen that the river and harbor bill has gone from $5,228,-
000 in 1873, to $14,948,300, in 1885, being an average increase during
the past ten years of one and a quarter millions per annum. This in-
créase may seem great, but we must bear in mind that during an equal
period of time—ten years—our population increased from 38,000,000 to
50,000,000.

During the same period of time the increase of exports and im
was $240,000,000. The increase of aggregate exports of leading articles
in 1853 over 1873 was: Cotton raw. $20,000,000; cotton manufactures,
$10,000,000 (or four times as great); flour, $34,000,000 (or three times
as g'mst); wheat, $68,000,000 (or two and one-half fimesas much); and
of other articles, correspondingly. These figures give some idea of the
enormous increase of production mnd its corresponding demand for

ation during this period of time.

It may be well, also, to compare the wonderful progress of the rail-
road system, upon whose exactions this system is intended to be a
check. The railroad system began in this country in 1830, when 23
miles were built.

Between 1830and 1850, 9,000 milesof road were built. To-day wehave
the grand total of 128,407 in actual operation, whose eapitalization is
sevenand a half billionsofdollars. Deducting one-half of this for depre-
ciation, there will remain $4,000,000,000, as representing the present
market value of the railroad system—a system which in 1884
over 300,000,000 passengers and 400,000,000 tons of freight. The total
amount appropriated for rivers and harbors from the beginning of the
Government, March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1886, is $144,546,008 as against
$4,000,000,000. In other words, the railroads which have been con-
structed within the last thirty or forty years have cost over thirty times
the total amount expended for rivers and harbors from the foundation
of the Government.

I need not stop to add that the value of the lands granted to some of
these railroads has been over five times the value of these appropria-
tions. The expenditures, therefore, for these two rival systems bear no
comparison with each other, either in aggregate amount or annual in-
crease.

In determining what our own country should appropriate for its
water ways, it may not be improper, Mr. Chairman, to. consider what
individual States and other nations have expeaded for similar pu
Compare ourexpenditures with those of our commereial rival, England.

We have 23,000 miles of dangerous coast line on the oceans alone;

England has only 1,300; yet in one year she expended in her harbors
alone $15,000,000. Had we expended an amount proportionate to our
coast line we would have appropriated the enormous sum of $270,000,-
000 for one year, and this would not have included one dollar for our
thousands of miles of navigable rivers. Look further at the appropria-
tions which En has made. Ten years ago Istood upon the banks
of that wonderful river the Clyde. Converted from a w rivnlet
into a magnificent river, filled with the merchant vessels of every nation,
it was at once an index and monument of England’s wise statesman-
ship and commercial greatness,
p to June 30, 1875, there had been expended on that single river
over $30,000,000, a sum nearly as great as we have expended npon all
our rivers and harbors from the foundation of the Government up to
the same year. Upon the Mersey River the outstanding debt in 1882
was over $82,000,000. The breakwater at Portland cost $5,043,870;
at Holyhead, $B, 500 000; at Plymonth, $7,214,000. These consti-
tute but a small portion of the ditures in Lngln.nd alone, while in
the various provinces the British Government bas made most lavish
outlays in the same direction. Canada, on the Welland Canal and
its branches alone, has expended $45,115,000. In the same direction
of cheaper transportation England expended in the East Indies, np to
the end of the fiscal year 1882 and 1883, $125,000,000.

Not only this, but subsidizing certain railroads the British Govern-
ment had expended $741,500,000. The State investment in railroads
for the same purpose was $156,800,000, making a grand total, in round
numbers, of $900,000,000. The Government and State loss on all rail-
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roads for twenty-four years—that is, from 1859 to 1883 —was $124,725,-
000. In other words, England lost as much in twenty-four years in
securing cheaper transportation in railroads alone nearly as much as
~ we have expended altogether on our rivers and harbors for the same
purpose. France has expended annually from fifteen to fifty millions
of dollars, and yet the aggregate length of her water ways is not 7,000
miles, the cost of which has been over $400,000,000. Upon one of her
harbors, that of Cherbourg, France has expended $100,000,000, or four
times as much as onr own Government has expended on all the great
harbors of the Atlantic and Pacifie seaboard and on the great lakes of
the country.

Germany has just completed surveys for the improvement of her
rivers and harbors and artificial water ways at an estimated cost of
more than $100,000,000. She has also just built a ship-canal, connect-
ing the Luebach Bay with the North Sea, thereby redunecing the frans-
portation on wheat6 cents a bushel. Russia has just completed water
ways eonnecting the Volga and the Don at an enormous expense, which
will save in transportation 7 cents a bushel on wheat. It must be
borne in mind also, as has been well said by the very intelligent gen-
tleman, Mr. Dore, of Chicago, in presenting these statistics to the com-
mittee, that we should consider also the burdens under which these
countries lahor, their great standing armies, their large navies, their
immense national debts.

France, with more than 500,000 soldiers in her standing army, 302

ships of war, and 40,000 marines, at an annual expense of §160,000,000,

and a public debt of within o fraction of $6,000,000,000, three times the
amount our national debt ever was, is not embarrassed, though hav-
ing only a population of 37,000,000. Germany has a standing army of
445,000 men, supported at an annual expense of $35,000,000, 91 men-
of-war, and -15,000 seamen, at a cost of §7,000,000, making a total of

892,000 ulation 45,000, 000. GmtBntamhmsatandi‘ngamy
of 181,000, costing $30,000,000 per annum, a navy of 246 vessels, with
57,000 men, $53,000,000; total cost of her army and navy, $140,-

000,000 aunually. Her publiu debt is more than three and a half bill-
ions, and population 35,000,000. These are the nations which compete
with the United States for the trade of the world.

The United States has an army of 26,000, costing $40,000,000, and a
navy—largely on paper—of 93so-called men-of-war, costing $17,000,000.
Total cost of our Army and Navy, $57,000,000; population, 60,000,000.
Upon these facts, to securethat cheap transportation without which com-
petition with these nations, as I shall presently show, is useless, will it
be thonght extravagant, unwise, unbusiness-like to appropriate fifteen
or sixteen millionsof dollarsfor these great national works of the Fed-
cral Union?

The present bill appropriates a total amount of $15,120,700, which
is within £52,000 of the last bill making appropriations of 'this charac-
ter. That bill, like this, appropriates just 33} per cent. of the esti-
mates. The bill of the Forty-seventh Congress appropriated 56} per
cent. of the estimates. The estimates npon which the present bill is
founded eall for $42,332,100. In addition to theregular engineers’ es-
timates, there were before the committee special reports for new im-
provements and new projects for old improvements calling for over
$20,000,000 additional. The total demand upon the committee was
therefore in round numbers $60,000,000. Theamount allowed of this
total is, as just stated, $15,000,000, or 25 per cent. thereof.

I submit, therefore, Mr. Chairman, in view of the immense amounnts
expended by our rivals and eompetitors in trade, in view of the rapid
and enormous extension of the railway system and of the larger de-
mands of our increased population and commerce, that the amount
asked for in this bill is reasonable and proper.

Another and equally important fact to be borne in mind in this con-
nection is that Congress failed to pass ariver and harbor bill last year.
For the present fiscal year, therefore, ending the 30th of next June, not
one dollar was fed. It will be remembered that, while the
first bill presented by this committee in the last session of the last Con-
gress, appropri \ting twelve millions, met with opposition, a substitute
appropriating five million was pmedmth practical unanimity. This
was the very smallest amount which in the judgment of that Congress
could with propriety be appropriated.

The committes which presents this bill has therefore been compelled
to appropriate for two fiscal years.

THEORY OF THE BILL,

One of the criticisms nsnally and easily made upon river and harbor
bills is what may be called the geographical eriticism. T do not know
that any gentleman will feel called upon to attack this bill in that way.
I do know, however, that such an attack, if made, is utterly without
foundation. I state here, what every member of the committee will
confirm, that the question of State lines or district lines was never
either directly or indirectly considered in the formation of this bill.
For myself 1 declare now that I could not come within a hundred
thousand dollars of stating the amount that any given State in the
Union has received nnder this bill.

I venture to say that no member of onr committee, unless his atten-
tion has been called to it since the bill was reported, could make any
better guess than I have upon that subject. The single proposition
upon which we have acted in recomménding these appropriations has

been the necessities of commerce. We have not stopped to inguire in
what State or district a harbor or river was located. If it needed aid
and the facts wairanted our action we have given it, and given it as
fully as the limits of a pradent bill would admit. We have unani-
mously ed this bill as a bill for the execution under the Consti-
tution of great national instramentalities of ecommerce among the sev-
eral States, and not as a bill of distributions, as of a dead man's estate
among his heirs. The locality of the particular harbor or the partic-
ular river was of no consequence whatever.

Where the need was, where the disease was, there we have applied
the remedy, whether it was in the North or South, the East or West,
whether in a Territory or in a State, whether it was in a State with a
half-dozen votes on the floor, as the great metropolis of New York, or
in a State with only one, as the State of Oregon. It is true that some
States, like Michigan, have an immense coast line, being 15 per cent.
of the whole Union. The demands of commerce are greater, thercefore,
than ia a land-locked State, like Kansas or Colorado. The internal
commerce of Michigan is over one-half of the whole United States.

Will any member of Kansas be so unreasonable as to complain that
Michigan with its immense coast line has received a greater per cent.,
if you please, in this bill than his own State? As well might he com-
plain of any other one of the great appropriation bills of this Ieuse.
Comparing his own State in these appropriation bills with that of Massa-
chusetts, for instance, or Maine, he might critieise and refuse to vote
to appropriate for life-saving stations, for light-houses, or fortifieations,
complaining that Congress had discriminated in favor of these States
and against his people. The ready and complete answer to such an
unreasonable and unjust complaint wonld be that the snhject-matters
of the bill were not included in the territorial limits of his State.

Proceeding upon this theory, ignoring State lines and State bound-
aries, and considering only the demands of commerce at each point, we
took the reports of the engineers as the foundation of our examination,
carefully investigated all the facts with reference to each harbor and
each river in the enuniry. We examined the original plans and esti-
mates to find out how far they had been accomplished, and the total
amount appropriated therefor; we took into consideration the amount
of money on hand at the beginning of the fiscal year; and, finally, we
inquired into the commercial statistics of the place, because we recog-
nized the fact that a harbor which sheltered a thousand vessels was
ten times more important than the harbor which sheltered a hundred,
and that the river that bore upon its bosom the commeree of $20, 000,000
was twenty times more important, the necessity for improvement being
the same, than the river which bore a commerce of $1,000,000in value.
Thus availing ourselves of the reports of the engineers and of official
documents, we invited and welcomed any supplemen tary information
from any source whatever, whether oral or documentary.

In other words, Mr. Chairman, otir committee—and when I say com-
mittee I mean all of them, because we referred none of these snbjects
to a subcommittee—our committee, as an entirety, sitting as o jury, if _
you please, heard all the testimony and rendered onr verdict upon each
proposition incorporated in the bill upon the specific and detailed facts
presented in reference to it. 'We therefore laid down for ourselves no
cast-iron rule; we were not bound by any regular per cent. In some
instances, like that at the Muscle Shoals on the Tennessee River, we
gave the full amount asked by the engineer for the completion of the
work, and it was a largeamount; but the committee were unanimously
of the opinion that in an improvement which was so national in its
character, and which had been pending since 1830, in which the Gov-
ernment had invested an immense sum of money, and where no bene-
fit whatever could result nntil the work was open, we thought it wise
economy and good business sense to make this investment return some-
thing as s ily as possible. There are other instances of a similar
character, but I allude to this as being one 6f the most noted and most
important.

And permit me to say farther, and to challenge contradiction from
any source, whether in the committee or out of the committee, that so
far as this bill is concerned the charge so nusually bandied about in re-
gard to river and harbor bills, that they are matters of chance, indus-
ry, and push—that many appropriatiations are put in by reason of the
activity and perseverance and zeal of members, whether represented in
committee or elsewhere—such a charge is not sustained by any fact
within my knowledge or the knowledge of my colleagnes on the com-
mittee. We heard all and treated all with equal and exact justice.

ISCIDENTAL PRESENT BEXEFIT3 OF THE BILL.

It may not be improper, Mr. Chairman, to eall attention to the pres-
ent condition of the country and to the urgent demand for employment
by hundreds of thousands of worthy men, not as a reason for the pas-
sage of this bill, but as one of the many bencfits which will result from
its passage. I repudiate as fully as any gentleman upon this floor the
idea that this is o paternal government. I deny that if is either our
duty or our right under the Constitutio. to take the taxesdrawn from
all classes of the people and distribute them as a charity or to afford
employment to anybody who is in neceasity in the country. The Fed-
eral Government is not an eleemosynary institution. Itisnotand onght
not to become the common almoner for all who are in want.

I do not helieve that our Government, imitating France under the
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first Napoleon, should inaugurate great works of public improvement
simply for the purpose of giving emplwment to those who can not find
employment elsewhere. The cry of nem el circenses’’ is the cry of
mm

perial Rome, and not of republican, democratic America. But while
holding to these doctrines shall we shut our to the terrible facts
which environ us? Poverty and want stalk al ; the fires in our

furnaces have been extinguished; many of the largest manufactories
in the land haveshut down; capital shrinks from investment, and labor
is unemployed.

Under these circnmstances will any one regret, will we not rather
greatly rejoice, if this Federal Congress in the exercise of its legal and
constitutional functions, building up and completing these great har-
bors whose outstretched arms and sheltering wings receive and protect
the commerce of our people from storm and from ruin; widening and
deepening these majestic rivers through whose veins pours the life-blood
of our trade—shall we not gladly welcome the fact that while accom-
plishing these beneficent and necessary results we at the same time are
furnishing employment to the millions of worthy workingmen, giving
bread to their hungry children, and putting again life and hope and
happiness in the darkened homes of poverty thronghout the land ?

of, therefore, as an object, but as one of the results of these appro-
priations, seldom in the history of our country will the passage of a
river and harbor bill, in my jndgment, meet with a heartier support
and warmer welcome than now. Certainly no one will regret if the
Federal Government, which so often goes to the people as a tax-gath-
erer, enforeing its laws and collecting its revenue, to the oppression and
ip frequently of its people—no one will regret that that Federal
Government should occasionally, at least, present itself to that people
as in this bill in acts of beneficence, returning its exactions as the
heavens return the moisture gathered from the earth, to the accommo-
dation, benefit, and happiness of those from whom they were made.

In conelusion, Mr. Chairman, I feel that it is unnecessary to call at-
tention to the nrgency and commercial importanee of this class of appro-
priations. If there was any doubt upon these questions it would be
answered by the facts of the past year. We have had pending before
the American people during that time many great public questions af-
feeting their honor, their prosperity, and their happiness. The restora-
tion and rehabilitation of our Navy, the adjnstment of our external and
internal taxes, the further or the free coinage of silver—these and many
other questions have occupied and agitated the public mind. But in
no one of them has the interest been as great as in the subject of cheaper
transportation, involved in the improvement of the rivers and harbors
of our country; in no one of them has public interest been sufficient
to call together a large convention of even one State or Territory of this
Union.

While upon this subject of the improvement of our water ways there
hasbeennotone but five largely attended conventions, representing more
than half the people of the United States and more than two-thirds of
its productive energies.

I have before me the reports of those conventions, at Saint Paul, at
New Orleans, at Kansas City, and if any gentleman doubts the fact
that our people are in earnest about this matter, let him read the decla-
rations that have gone forth from those great conventions and he will
see that the people of the United States are terribly in earnest upon this
question of cheap transportation. And, sir, why should they not be ?
Do we not see yonder in England a movement for the opening of the
* Suez Canal which has brought directly in contact with the markets of
England the cheap products of her great colony of India? Do we not see
in éernmny and in France the deepening of their rivers and the widen-
ing of their harbors and a general effort in the direction of securing
ecompetition with the United States? How are we to meet that com-

tition? How, except by widening our rivers and by deepening our

bors, so that vessels of larger draught may pass through them, thus
cheapening transportation and laying down the produncts of the teeming
West in the seaports upon our Atlantic coast and in the markets of
Europe at 15 or 20 cents per bushel less than they now cost? I have
already occupied more time than I had intended, so I will not stop now
to read the statistics, but I will incorporate in my remarks the figures
showing the great decrease that has taken place in the cereal exports
of this eountry.

Those exports are from sixty to eighty million dollars less to-day than
they were this day a year ago. And your people, my friend from Kan-
sas [Mr. ANDERSON], are more deeply interested in this question than
mine or than those who reside upon the Atlantic coast, because your
people are shutin by land, bound up by railroad monopolies, and unless
you can offset those disadvantages, unless you can prevent the exac-
tions of those monopolies you are, as you know, theirslave, and every
foot of land within the territorial limits of your State is mortgaged by
their power.

Mr. Chairman, I ean not close withont expressing to the House,
and to each individual member of it that appeared before our commit-
tee, my own thanks and the thanks of members of the committee for
the courteous way in which they treated us, and we have endeavored,
in reciprocation of that treatment, to be just and correct in our dealing
with iﬁe subject committed to us by the Honse. [Applause. ]

The CHAIRMAN, Whatdisposition does the gentfaman from Ken-

tucky [Mr. WiLLIs] desire to make of his remaining time—twenty-
eight minutes ?

Mr, WILLIS. I yield now to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
JoxEs], if he desires to go on. If not, I reserve the time.

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. TUnless it i3 agreeable to some one who
wishes to oppose the bill—

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman from Alabama desires to
go on now the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
ANDERSON] in his own right.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mry. Chairman, I desire to express my
concurrence in what the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WiLLIs] has
just said in regard to the desirability of regunlating railways by cheap-
ening transportation through the opening of the water ways. Upon
that there can be little difference of opinion, I fancy, among those
who live in the interior; and, as for myself, no one will ize more
fully the effect which water navigation must in the nature of things
have upon railway rtation. It is for that reason that I heartily
favor the development of any water way, whether it be by river or by
canal, which will have the result of giving to the people of the West,
to those growing grain and raising stock, cheaper outlets than are now
afforded by pooled railways.

But, Mr. Chairman, while men agree upon a priniciple, whether it
be a prineiple of law or of theology, it happens often that there is a
question about theapplication of that principle. Ishake hands heartily
with my friend from Kentucky [Mr. WiLLIS] upon the proposition
which he has enunciated with respect to the effect of water navigation
npon railway transportation, and just because of the thoroughness of
my belief in that proposition I have some little difference of opinion
with the gentlemen who have framed this bill as to the application
which they have made of the principle. :

For instance, take the Mississippi River, upon which the central States
of the continent will some day largely depend for transportation—I say
central, becanse Kansas is the geographical center of the continent—that
river in the future will undonbtedly be of immense value to the whole
Missouri River basin. No one can doubt that; and if it were to-day
an original guestion as to whether you should by an appropriation create
the Mississippi River or not have it, I certainly would vote to have it.

But, Mr. Chairman, when the Great Architect planned and framed
this continent, with wondrous foresight and with infinite sagacity throw-
ing that stream up toward the lakes, throwing the lakes back from the
Atlantie, providing by His own grand act those superb water ways, and
indicating the future lines of cheap transportation when there shall be
o hundred millions or two hundred millions of people upon this conti-
nent, one-half of whom will be west of the Mississippi River—when He
did that, I recognize that He did something which may perhaps render
unnecessary such large appropriations for the Mississippi River as are
annually recommended by the Committee on Commerce. °

And when He made the broad channel in that river, when He deep-
ened it, when by the snows from the mountains and the rainfalls every-
where in the great basin he farnished the water to wash out that chan-
nel, I fancy He did something that might perhaps save the Government
of the United States from the necessity of making appropriations to
develop the levee system on the Mississippi River. In other wo
do not think the boats will run on the levees, and I do not thi e
levees will have any material effect either in deepening or preserving
the channel.

I recognize, too, another fact—that for centuries before the white race
had set foot on this continent the Mississippi River proper was a navi-
gable stream, and is to-day a navigable stream in the sense that it is
practically capable of earrying large steamers with large cargoes.

Mr. VAN EATON. I would like to know whether the gentleman
meant to say that the Mississippi carried steamers centuries before the
white man came here. [Laughter.] I understood him to say so.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am very much obliged to my friend
for ealling my attention to that point. If I have made any such state-
ment, I withdraw it out of respect to my friend.

Mr. VAN EATON. I just ‘‘wanted to know, you know."’

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No doubt it would be a mistake to
say that there were steamers on the Mississippi before the white man
came to this country; but as to there being water in this river suffi-
cient l:.o float steamers before the white man came here, that is not a
mistake.

Mr. VAN EATON. How does the gentleman know that?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, by logic.

M]r. VAN EATON. I just‘ wanted toknow, you know.”” [Laugh-
ter.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think that could be proven without
much trouble.

Now, the question arises, in my mind at least, whether it is neces-
sary in a bill appropriating in the aggregate §15,000,000 to make an ap-
propriation of $3,600,000 for the Mississippi River; and while, as I said,
no one on this floor is more ready than myselfto favor anything which
will cheapen railroad transportation by developing water transporta-
tion, yet} when I come to apply that proposition to the Mississi
River, I feel that this bill proposes to give a great deal too much for that
river. In a hill appropriating $15,000,000 to the whole continent it
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seems to me an appropriation of $3,600,000 for the Mississippi River,
less than one-fifth of the total, is altogether too much, when, in fact,
the Mississippi River to-day will carry all the vessels needed to trans-
port your freight, y

I do not wish to be misunderstood. If there are obstructions in the
Mississippi River—if there be any points which should be deepened or
protected in order to secure navigation—I am willing to vote liberal
appropriations for that purpose; but I'wishto know beforehand whether
the proposed scheme will be effectual—whether if you expend $50,-
000,000 or $500,000,000 in this form of improvement there will beany
improvement there at the end of five years from the termination of the
expenditure. And I am frank to say, Mr. Chairman, that I regard the
utility of the present expenditures for the deepening of the chanuel of
the Mississippi River as, to say the least, exceedingly problematical.
I shonld be inclined to go further, and say that I regard such expendi-
tures very much in the same way as if some one should attempt to fill
a rat-hole by pouring water in it.

Mr. VAN EATON. ' I will state to the gentleman that I have very
often filled a rat-hole by pouring water in it. [Laughter.]

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ell, I am happy to know that my
friend has been successful in that respect—more snccessful than he has
been in some other things sometimes.

Now, there is another stream which concerns especially the States of

Nebraska, Minnesota, and a large group of States constituting,
if not the finest, certainly as fertile and productive a grain region as
there is upon the continent, and to this stream the committee has
seen fit to pay very little attention. I find that thetotal appropriations
for the L&o‘uﬂ River are $500,000 from the mounth to Sioux City,
$80,000 from Sioux City to Fort Benton, and $30,000 for the removal
of obstructions, making a total of $610,000. Compare this with the
total of $3,630,000 for the Mississippi River, and it seems to me there
is, to say the least, a lack of symmetry in the bill; because the Mis-
souri River, if thoroughly developed and utilized, would furnish water
transportation in competition with railways for a section of conntry that
is more populous and raises larger crops than that of the Lower Missis-
sippi.
pi)noﬂler defect in the bill is this: There are pointsalong that river—
for instance, Atchison and Leavenworth in my own State, Kansas City
and Saint Joseph in Missouri, where there are populons and enterpris-
ing cities and where the banks are in danger of washing away. While
no one of these points is in district, yet I understand that my col-
league from the first distriet [ Mr. MorRILL] asked that a specificap-
propriation be made for Leavenworth and Atchison; and I think the
gnt.laman representing the districts in which Saint Joseph and Kansas

ty are located made similar applications. They were declined; and
there are no specific appropriations in this bill, it being assumed by
the committee that these points will be provided for out of the aggre-
gate half million appropriation. Why the committee has reached that
conclusion I do not know; probably because of some general rule, and
as to many rivers they have evidently followed it, but there are several
rivers to which the rule has not been applied.

I read:

m n, w River, Michigan: mtiny 3 245,000 ;
b £22500 U b st appostis Bay Oy, e Seporonieh S 00 0

, Here is a specific appropriation. Also—
Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois—

Mr, WILLIS. My friend from Kansas will permit me to call atten-
iion to the fact that in the last Congress he, with his colleagues and
other Representatives from theUpper Missouri, requested the Committes
on Rivers and Harbors to create a Missouri River commission and put
3& ﬂv'e:."1 under th:; oon.zimisaionc,'fm;d yielding to t.tliiexr bettgdj uggmen t,

against the ju ent of the commi created that com-
missi.:ng. * Therefore 'llloﬂfhl?g specific is askea?;;’ ﬂn:y bill. At the Sag-
inaw River there is no commission, and hence the committee is at lib-
erty to make specific appropriation.

Mr. PETERS. Is nottherea Mississippi River commission, and why
not treat the Missouri as the Mississippi ?

Mr. WILLIS. There is aspecificrecommendation on the part of the
Mississippi River Commission for theimprovement the gentleman refers
to, and that is the only difference. There was no desire on the part of
the committee, I will say to the gentleman, to do more than adhere to
the commission of your own creation. )

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So far as that is concerned I think
when Congress creates a commission the House does not part with its
right to designate specific points at which expenditures shall be made.

I do not know whether the Illinois River is under the authority of a
commission or not, but at any rate here is a specific appropriation:

Improving Illinois River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $100,000; of
whieh sum $5,000 may be expended in dredging the river in front'of Peoria.

Here is another one for the improvement of the Ohio River. Isthat
in charge of a commission? :

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, £500,000; out of which
sum 000are to be expended at Grand Chain in extending the upperdike down-
stream and removing rocks and other obstructions to navigation at that local-
“'f; also $20,000 may be expended in ting or aiding in the construction
O

such an embankment on'the other side of the Great Miami River, near its
junction with the Ohio, as may be necessary to confine the watersof the Great

Miamiin great floodsto the g 1 of its channel at or near the Ohio, fo
the end that the formation of the bar in the Ohio River now forming and ob-
structing navigation may be arrested ; $30,000 of said n.prptn{pﬁntion shall be
expended in oonsh-ucr.inﬁ four ice-piers, pursuant to the plans of the Chief of En~-
gineers, at or near the following places to wit: One at Pomeroy, Ohio; one at
AMfiddleport, Ohio; one at Gallipolis, Ohio; and one at Ironton, Ohio,

Here is our venerable friend again Davis Island Dam.

Alzo out of said appropriation for the Ohio River £5,865 shall be used in oper-
ating and keeping in repair the Davis Island Dam ; and hereafter the Secretary
of War is anthorized to make requsitions from tithe to time on the Secretary of
the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to o te and keep in repaic
the works at the Davis Island Dam, to be paid out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated.

Here is the Mississippi River. That I believe isunder a commission.

 Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Con-
tinuing improvement, 101000: of which sum $8,000, or so much thereof as may
be ¥, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain,
at the Rock Island Rapids.

Mr. MURPHY. The Mississippi River Commission only extendsup
to Saint Louis.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am obliged to the gentleman for the
information. My point is that whether a stream be under the charge
of a commission or not, it is within the provinee of this- House to say
that a specific sum shall be expended at given points.

Here is an appropriation for dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids, $65,000.

-Then we have another, which I will read:

Improvin 3Hnisni|:§i River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Illi-
nois River, including the river at Quincy Bay and the removal of the bar at the
mouth of Whipple Creek ; includingalso the strengthening of Sny Island Levee
where it crosses Snicarte Slough, and other nlcm?hs referred to in the report of
Engineer Maj. A. Mackenzie, dated the 26th of January, 1885, which work of
strengthening said levee shall be performed according to the suggestions and
estimates of said Mackenzie, as set forth in said report: Continuing improve-
ment, §200,000: Provided, That not more than $16,500 shall be expended at Sny
Tsland Levee.

Here is another:

Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to tho
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at
the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the 1llinois shore oppo-
site the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $500,000; of
which $50,000, or so much thereof as mmbe necessary, to be expended in ex-
tending the work for the protection of stwardly bank of the Mississippi
River at Cairo, and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the
southerly end of the present Government revetment work and eontinuing down-
stream: and the river commission may, in their discretion, use 8o much of said
sum of £500.000 as may be necessary to correct the current of the river and im-
prove the channel at Saint Louis,

This latter is a point covered by the Mississippi River Commission.
I think the appropriation is wise, and that the channel abreast such a
city as Saint Louis onght to be improved, and I hold that this House
has the right tosay there should be specific appropriation at that point.
That being so, Mr. Chairman, I do not see why there should not be
specific appropriations for Kansas City, Leavenworth, Atchison, and
Saint Jo.

Here in the Lower Mississippi we have an appropriation of—

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars for the rectification of the Red and
Atchafalaya Rivers by preventing further enlargement of the latter stream and
restricting its outlet capacity, and for keeping open a navigable channel through
the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi.

Then—

One hundred thousand dollars in dee Ing the channel at Vicksburg by
dredging through the bar existing there; this last-named sum shall not be ex-
;)ended, unless after another examination or survey the commission ghall deem

t advisable; and if they shall not, then $50,000 shall be expended in the im-
provement of navigation at Vickshurg by constructing suitable dikes and other
appropriate works.

Theonly point I wish tomake by reading these items, Mr. Chairman, is
that the committee has in many instances made specific appropriations
where there is a commission and where there is not a commission, and I
do not see why there should not be specific appropriations where they
are needed upon the Missouri River.

I have no desire in the world to make any factious opposition to this
bill. T have not had time to examine it, even to read it, until this
morning. My point is that you have given too little to the Missouri
River. Representing as I do in part that region of the country, looking
to the importance of that stream, I wish frankly to say that if $600,000
be considered enough for the Missouri River improvement I certainly
shall not vote and can not vote for $3,610,000 for the Mississippi River.

You see this money comes from the people of the United States. It
should be expended, and I doubt not the committee desire it should be
expended, for the benefit of the people of the United States in a broad,
true sense, in an effective sense; and, looking at the present densities
of population, looking at the relative industries and products of see-
tions, looking at the value of water navigation to the people of the
‘West, I certainly feel, and I think the gentlemen representing that re-
gion all along the Missouri River will feel, justified first in eriticising
this bill, and second in expressing themselves in opposition to an appro-
priation of §3,610,000 for the Mississippi River. I do nof thinkitisa
fair divide. [Launghter.] .

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman from Kansas permita ques-
tion?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. With pleasure.

Mr. BLANCHARD. If is a fact—I make the statement—it is a fact
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that the amount appropristed in this bill for the Missouri River is
greater in proportion, according to the estimates of the engineers, than
that included in the bill for the Mississippi River. Is the gentleman
aware of that fact?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iam obliged to my friend from Louisi-
ana, but he has much too high an opinion of the estimates of the engi-
neers for me. His opinion is very much higher than mine.

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is the estimate of the commission.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The engineers make their estimates
for a specifie poinf 'at which they have made their examination and
surveys. I do not undertake to criticise their work in that respect, or
criticise them in any manner in the sense that there is not a proper dis-
charge of their duties. But I stand here representing a State with a
large interest in cheap transportation npon an entirely different stand-
point from that occupied by the engineers, and from this point Iinsist
again that the appropriation for the Mississippi River is altogether too
large if the appropriation for the Missouri River is a proper one.

I yield the remainder of my time—

Mr, VAN EATON. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit a ques-
tion?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, yes.

Mr. VAN EATON. IfI understand the gentleman from Kansas, his

t is that the Mississippi River appmpnatwnmenhrelytoolarge.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, sir.

Mr. VAN EATON. Do I understand the gentleman {rom Kansas
to contend that upon the principles of hydraulics you can notfill a rat-
hole with water? [Laughter.]

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I yield the remainder of my time to
the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HEPBURN].

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have some ohjections to some of
the features of this bill. I have no ob_]eetmon to a limited expenditure
for the improvement of rivers and harbors—improvements that can and
ought to be made; but I have very great objection tosome of the waste-
ful features of this bill. I believe that some of its appropriations are
without any justification or without any warrant whatever; that they
are simply a wasteful throwing away of the people‘s money.
1 find in this bill appropriations for works, withont any change in the
character of the work, without any proposition whatever to modify
the plans of the engineers who are conducting the work, and without
even a recommendation of a change, al a year ago gentlemen,
then and now interested, were denouncing npon this floor these plans
as leading to unwarranted extravagance..

Let me call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the
appropriation that is asked for the improvement of Galveston Harbor.
Last year, in the discussion of the bill, gentlemen representing that
cityand other gentlemen representing the State of Texas declared here
that there was no possibility of accompli good by the continua-
tion of the plans then adopted by the board of engineers. They were
Joud and lusty in their denunciation of the work.

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask
him a question ?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir.

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Do you not know that this appropria-
tion is made under new recommendations and new plans of the engi-
neers, and that a survey hasbeen completed of Galveston Harbor, under
which survey and the recommendation thereon by the Chief of Engi-
neers-this appropriation is made ?

Mr. HEPBURN. Will you tell me the differeuce between the p}un
now and what was contemplated at that time?

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. There is a considerable difference. Ona
differente is that at that time they were using brush for revetments.
Now they propose to use stone. That is one of the changes, and of
course it necessarily involves a greater expenditure, but the work is
more permanent. I want to say further that another change is in the
lines of the jetties: that they are placed nearer together under this plan
than they were before.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will you tell me how much nearer?

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Several hundred feet. I have sent for
the report. I think it is six or eight hundred feet.

Mr. HEPBURN. Last year the objection was not that brush was
being used; but it was claimed then that these jetties were 3,000 feet
apart; that they were so wide that there was no possibility of securing
the scouring process and no possibility of the deepening of the ehannel.
And gentlemen told us there was loss of water on the bar after the ex-
penditure of millions of dollars—less of water on the bar than when
the improvement was begun. And they read tous here from reports
to show conelusively—and they were able to do it—that those state-
ments were correch.

Not only that, but the gentleman representing the city of Galveston
himself moved to strike out of the bill an appropriation of $250,000 for
that work, saying, as he did so, that it was a waste of public money.
Then gentlemen wanted seven and a balf millions of dollars for thisim-
provement. Are we to understand, and will the chairman of the com-
mittee state whether new plans have been adopted at Galveston in
accordance with the scheme that was then upon the tapis, and that is to
cost seven and a half millions of dollars by estimate and twenty-five
millions in fact?

" Mr. WILLIS. There is no such plan pending in Congress. There
is a new plan, which lessens the dI:.h e

Mr. HEPBURN, Isit substantially the plan of Mr. Eads?

Mr., WILLIS. Notat all; and the gentleman will understand me
when I say it'is just the reverse. 1t isa plan of the United States en-

}Ir. HEPBURN. Substantially the plan originally adopted, only
slightly narrowing the channel——

Mr. WILLIS. There is that much of difference; the only objection
to the original plan was the width.

Mr HEPBURN. And changing from brush to stone.

r. Chairman, I find another appropriation here, an appropriation of
more than 52,000 000, for the improvement of the Mississippi River.
Andyetthe gent.leman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE | —and there
isnoonein this House, in my judgment, who is better informed on the
subjectof the Mississippi Riverimprovementor knows moreabontit the-
oretically or practically—that gentleman last year told us that the plan
upon which thecommission was then at work was an absolute and total
failure. The gentleman from Arkansas then told usthat there wasan
absolute necessity for an immediate and entire of the whole

me if benefit was to result from the expenditure of these large
sums. Is thercany change of the plans of the commission? Have they
in any manner modified their views with regard to this great work ?
Are they not conducting the work now precisely as they pro; to
do in their first plan submitted to Congress, namely, the building of
levees, the revetment of the banks, and the narrowing of the channels
for the purpose of scouring out the bottom of the river—the same plans
that they were working upon last year, that the gentleman from Ar-
kansas told us were to result in absolute failure and to make this appro-
priation a wasteful and prodigal expenditure of the public meney ?

Ihave no hostility, Mr, Chairman, to the improvement of the Missis-
sippi River. I believe that its navigation ought to be improved. I
have no faith in the pretense that it is an improvement of the naviga-
tion of that great river that these expenditures are for. Strike out of
this appropriation and of the plan of the commission the levee feature,
and in my humble judgment there is no gentleman from the Lower
Mississippi River that will raise his hand to secure an appropriation.

Will you remember, sir, with what tenacity these gentlemen have
clung upon all oceasions to retaining the power upon the part of the
commission to build the levees? And it seems to me that sometimes
they have acted with something else than fairness and ingenuousness
in their efforts to secure a continuation of that power. Let me eall
your attention to a clause of thisbill. On page 47, I read this proviso:

That no portion of on: shall ded to
levees for the purpas:hg?’ :2;’1:?2?:? lands orb;ma\mﬁnju:;p&"mgg
overflow.

That would seem to be a very proper provision. What right has the
planter of Louisiana or the planter of Mississippi to demand that his
private estate shall be protected; that it shall be enhanced in value at
the cost of the Government? What right have you of Louisiana to tax
the people of Iowa in order to raise your lands above the point of over-
flow? No one that I know of wonld have any objection to these lands
being the most fertile of the earth; but we do not want their fertility
purc%u.aed out of our pockets. There is difficulty in that region, and
I recognize it.

In the old days and under the old system of labor each plantation
was provided with watchful guardians of thelevees. There wasalways
a force there instantly to repair the first break in the levee. Butitis
not so now. I am told that the laborers there are unwilling to devote
their energies and their time to the rebuilding of the levees or watch-
ing them. There must be some other power, some other authority for
this purpose, and in my humble judgment the gentlemen whoare the pro-
ponentsof thismeasure havediscovered in the Mississippi River Commis-
sion the watehful gunardians that are constantly to look after and care
for and rebuild when necessary the levees of that country that ‘makeit
of value. I want to call your attention a little further to a second
proviso which I find on the same page:

Provided, however, That the ission is autbori y and build levees,
if in their udgment it should be done as a part of r.heir n tu afford ease and
safety to navigation and commerce of the river, and to deepen the channel.

‘Why, gentlemen, every member of that commities knew that the
Mississippi River Commission had declared that the building of levees
was absolutely essential to their plan of improving the river, and when
they put in the firsb provision prohibiting the commission from build-
ing levees and couple it with this other, it is the merest pretense of
fairness. It is an attempt, it seems to me, to throw men off their guard
to pretend to say that the public money shall not be expended in the
building of levees for private nses, and yet to say that it shall be, be-
cause the commission have said that they deem it necessary to build
them in order to improve the navigation.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield for a question.

Mr. BLANCHARD. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a fact
that the language which he has just read has been used in every appro-
priation made by Congress for the Mississippi River from the time of
the formation of the commission in 1879 down to the present time.

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that it has been in every one.
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Mr. BLANCHARD. It has.

Mr. HEPBURN. I knowthat there has been a vigorous effort made
to strike it out of some of them, and I know that the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], while ing all the time that the
purpose was not to build levees, has been one of those who have in-
sisted most strennously upon keeping this ambignousand disengenuous
langnage in the law.

Mr. BLANCHARD. And the gentleman will do me the justice to
state that I have never contended for the construction of levees at all
except as a part of the plan of the commission for the ininprovement of
the river.

Mr, HEPBURN. That is just what I am complaining of, Mr. Chair-
man. I remember that last year the gentleman wanted $200,000 tobe
carved out of the appropriations for the purpose of improving and per-
fecting the harbor of the city of New Orleans; in other words, to rip-
rap one of the levees of the Mississippi River.

Mr. BLANCHARD. When the gentleman makesa statement of that
sort he will surely allow me to correct him.

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, the gentleman from Louisiana did not
do anything of the sort. ;

Mr. HEPBURN. I will appeal to the record. I will not dispute
with the gentleman.

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors made an
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of New Orleans under
plans submitted by the commission separate and apart from the appro-
priation for the improvement of the Mississippi River.

Mr. HEPBURN. What was the improvement?

Mr, BLANCHARD. It is stated there in the report.

Mr. HEPBURN. It was the riprapping of the levees of the river.

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not at all. It had nothing to do with the
levees of theriver.

Mr. HEPBURN. What harbor is there there, except the levees?

Mr. BLANCHARD, It was the improvement of the harbor where
ihe ships anchor; the levees are on the bank.

Mr. HEPBURN. They come right to the bank, do they not?

Mr. RLANCHARD. It was Em anchorage-ground of the city of
New Orleans.

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. I think we are both talking about
the same thing. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that there are
improvements that are needed upon the Mississippi River, for in cer-
tain stages of low water there are several bars, perhaps twenty in all,
from Baint Louis down, that inconvenience and sometimes interrupt
the navigation of the river, and I would be perfectly willing that ex-
penditure should be made for the purpose of rectifying those diffi-
culties. They are local in their nature; they conld be easily removed,
it seems to me, and I would have no objection to the expenditure of a
reasonable sum of money for that purpose; but I have been told. and
I believe there is an abundance of anthority for the assertion, that the
contemplated improvement by the commission will cost hundreds of
millions of dollars.

If any gentleman is doubtful with regard to that proposition, I refer
him to the testimony that was taken by a ial committee of this
House about two years since; I refer him to reports of some of the
members of the commission—the disagreeing reports; I refer him to
the entire absence, on the part of any one who is authorized to
or who is supposed to understand the subject, of a contradiction of the
statements that have been made from time to time of the immense
cost of this improvement. :

Mr, Chairman, I am not satisfied that this improvement will be of
the transcendent benefit that some people seem to think it will. I
remember being at one of the great river conventions in the city of Saint
Louis, of which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, WILLIS] spoke a
while ago. He wasa guest of the city of Saint Louis at that time, and
he will remember that the members of the convention were invited to
take a trip on one of those splendid barge vessels and tows with which
they navigate that river.

We went some twenty miles down the river. There were pointed out
to us nearly a hundred of these barges and twenty or thirty pow-
erful steamers that propelled them tied to the bank of the river. Yet
the river was then at flood. On that very morning there was published
in the papers of Saint Louis anotice to all the agents of the railroads not
to ship any grain to that city, that all the elevators were full, and that
two thousand carswere standing upon the track waiting to be unloaded.
Here were millions of bushels of freight seeking a market; here was the
river with twenty or more feet of water on every bar from Saint Louis
to New Orleans; here werea hundred of these barges and twenty or more
steamers tied in idleness to the bank. Therewas no freight for New Or-
leans. It wasnot the direction this grain was seeking, There was no
demand for the river, improved or unimproved. The gentleman from
Kentueky [Mr. WiLL1S] will remember the incident. What was the
reason of that? Simply because at the eity of New Orleans there are
no vessels beyond those needed for the transportation of cotton that can
be gheaply laden to Liverpool with grain.

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the gentleman will allow me a moment I
will refute his statement that that is not the direction the grain takes.

I desire to read some official statistics showing the grain shipments
from New Orleans.

Mr. HEPBURN. You can do that after I am through.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield?

Mr. HEPBURN. Not for thatpurpose. I know whatI am talking
about, becauseI witnessed the incident I have stated. The gentleman
from Kentucky was there with me atthe time, and he knows the truth-
fulness of my statement. I am perfectly willing to yield for a con-
tradiction from the gentleman from Kentucky if he is disposed to
make it.

Mr. WILLIS. I have no recollection of the circumstance; but I
implicitly believe the statement which the gentleman makes.

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me to make one
statement?

Mr. HEPBURN. I can not yield for a statement; Iwill yield for a
question.

Mpr. KING. Then Iwill ask a question. Does the gentleman mean
to state that there were no ships at New Orleans to carry the grain?

Mr. HEPBURN. I say there is no such excess of transportation at
the city of New Orleans as to produce the low rates which we obtain
from New York to Liverpool.

Mr. KING. I simply wish to say that ships can and will come to
New Orleans for just as much grain as will be delivered for shipment.

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly; but they will charge full rates;
while at New York vessels are competing for this freight; they fre-
quently take grain as ballast; and there have been shipments of it from
Chieago to Liverpool at 10 cents a bushel.

These are some of the reasons, Mr. Chairman, why I do not want to
vote for these extravagant appropriations. There is no proportion be-
tween the resulis accomplished and the expenses.

I remember, Mr. Chairman, I was able at one time to call the atten-
tion of the House to the Blue Book, in which I found the names of such
a number of employés of the Mississippi River Commission above the
grade of laborers as necessitated an expenditure of $509,000 a year in
the way of salaries. I did not include one laborer in the estimate.
Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River Commission to-day owns twice as
many vessels, large and small, as belong to the Federal Navy. They
are not so expensive, I admit, and they are not all so large; but they
are more than twice as numerous. There are more than 200 vessels,
large and small, belonging to the Mississippi River Commission. The
plant of that commission is wonderful. It shows that these gentlemen
have o proper conception of the maﬁsitnda of the work upon which they
are employed. They expeet it to last many years, and expect it to in-

-volve an expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars.

There is another objection I have to this improvement; and that is
the imperative necessity of renewing it every five or six or eight years.
Where timber isused in narrowing the channel they use the soft woods |
that grow along the margin of the river. The life of that kind of tim-
ber, exposed as it is to the alternations of wet and dry, is from four to
five years; so that every four or five years this work will have to be
renewed.

I presume every gentleman here is familiar with the method that
the commission haveadopted. They propose to narrow the ¢hannel to
a uniform width of 3,000 feet, making it necessary. for them to estab-
lish a bank nearly the whole length of that stream. They do this by
driving two rows of piles a few feet apart, binding them together by
wire ropes; then they interweave those with brush for the purpose of
retarding the current, expectmg that the sediment will be deposited,
and in that way they will bunild up an artificial bank.

They then protect this by immense mattresses of willows and No. 8
wire, lying the mattresses from the bottom up along the sides to the
top of this improvement, protecting the natural bank in the same way,
and covering that with stone above the low-water mark. Then back
of that, at a distance of & quarter or half a 'mile, they build their
levees for the purpose of controlling the river at its flood. Any one
can see that this necessitates the buildingof several thousand miles of
levees, because every tributary must have a levee until a point is
reached up the river where the bank isof the same height as the levee
on the bank of the Mississippi. Thus the work has to be continued,
invelving the expenditure of hundreds of millions. There is the Saint
Francis River, ranning parallel, which must also be so treated; there is
the Atchafalaya, which must be so treated, with all the innumerable
bayous and lagoons which are tributary to these streams.

This is the kind of expenditure, gentlemen of the committee, that
you are invited to make; and every dollar that is invested, every ap-
propriation that you make gives these gentlemen so much stronger hold
upon you. Is it not time to stop this wasteful, prodigal “expenditure
of the people’s money?

Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter I notice in this bill (I did
not examine it until to-day) to which I wish to call attention, because
there is something of novelty aboutit. I find it on page 20:

Improving Monongahela River, Pennsylvania and West Virginia: Continu-
ing improvement, $121,200; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and
directed to negotiate for the purchase of the works of the Monon Ia Nav-
igation Company, situated in the Monongahela River, in the of Penn-

Ivania and West Virginia; and in order to ascertain the value of said works
e Secretary of War shall int a ission of three petent engineers

PP
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from the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, who shall value and ap-
ise the same and report to the Secretary of War. And if the said Mononga-
Ia Navigation Comg.cny shall offer and bind itself to take for said works a
price deemed by the Secretary of War to be ry and not ve, he
shall so report to the Congress at its next succeeding session ; but if the said
Monongahela Navigation Company refuses to sell its works, or demands a price
thercfor d d to be ive, then the Secretary of War shall be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to uire said works by condemnation for the
United States; or, in the exercise of his discretion, the tary of War may.
and he is hereby anthorized to, take possession of said works in the name of
the United States.

Mr. Chairman, isnot that somewhat of a harsh method of proceeding ?
Is there not something of hardship in that, gentlemen of the committee ?
Here is a navigation company authorized to exist, authorized to possess
certain property, possessing that property under sanction of law, which
they do not want to sell perhaps, and here we give anthority to take

ion of that property, and if they can not agree on a price, or if
the owner will not sell it for such sum as the Secretary of War thinks
it ought to bring, then heis authorized to take it without price.

Is that Jeffersonian Democracy? Did Mr. Jefferson discover such
ample authority on the part of the Federal Government in the Consti-
tution? Gentlemen, it will not do for you to talk here about being
Jeffersonian Democrats. You will have to limit your classification to
Jackson men. Old Hickory might do that—Jeiferson never.

There is one thing in this bill which perhaps in one sense I commend,
and that is $15,000,000 and probably $18,000,000 will be in it before
it passes through the two Houses. I am glad of that amount in one
sense, because I remember something of history. Four years ago the
Republican party in this House had & majority, I think, of 11 votes.
That majority was seduced into passing a river and harbor bill appro-
priating $18,000,000, and it carried 81 majority of Democrats into the
next House. I am hoping history will repeat itself, and if you gentle-
men desire to pass a river and harbor bill of §18,000,000, grief will come
to you as it came tous; and that would be the only solace I would have
for the enormities I find in the bill. [Laughter.

There is one other thing connected with this bill I can commend, and
that is the very liberal manner in which the committee treated itsmem-
bership.. [Laughter.]

Here is a gentleman from Texas [ Mr. STEWART], an amiable gentle-
man, who ought fo have very largely whatever he asks for; and, by the
way, he has asked largely, and secured nearly a round million for Texas.
Here is the gentleman from New York [Mr. BURLEIGH], active, ener-
getic, always around when anything for New York is to be and
he has been able to secure nearly $900,000 for the Empire State. Here
is my friend from California [ Mr. MARKHAM], who is modest and quiet
and new to his duties here. Just look at the bill and see how amply
he has provided for the State of California. What will he not do when
he has served a score of years!

Mr. MARKHAM. He knows its necessities.

Mr. HEPBURN. LookatMichigan! She hasbeen well represented
in the committee; magnificently in the bill. [Laughter.] I doubt
whether there is an inlet to the land from the surrounding lakes which
has not a place in this bill. They are all named without regard to the
unpronounceable character of their names. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time yielded to the gentleman, forty min-
utes, has expired. There remain thirty minutes to the opponents of the
bill.

Mr. HEPBURN. Other gentlemen may need that time.
i Go o'ﬂ! n i

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. If I have the floor I will yield ten min-
utes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD].

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was informed the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. REED] might wish to be heard. If he does not, the Chair
will recognize the gentleman from Iowa to control the time left to the
opponents of the bill. . .

Mr. HEPBURN. I will extend my remarks in print and leave that
time for other gentlemen, \

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, thanking my friend from Ala-
bama for the few minutes yielded to me, I will endeavor to correct some
of the statements made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN],
the opportunity to correct which he denied me in the course of his

[Cries of

When the gentleman from Towa said he had gone down the river 20
miles from Saint Louis in 1880, and saw a number of barges belonging
to the Mississippi River commerce lying there idle, and then went on
to state that it indicated there was no grain from Saint Louis being
shipped southward, I rose not for the purpose of contradicting his
statement about seeing barges lying idle along the banks of the river,
but to correct his assertion that the southward direction was not the
one which any considerable amount of grain was taking. He denied
me the opportunity to have read some fignres which I now call his at-
tention to.

Mr. Chairman, Thold in my hand a statement of the guantity of wheat
shipped by the river route from Saint Louis to New Orleans prior to the
construction of the jetties at the mouth of the river and a statement of
the shipments made since the completion of the jetties there. I hope
my friend from Towa will give heed to these.

There were shipped before the construction of the jetties—this isthe

exports of grain from New Orleans—4,400,000 bushels of wheat. The
depth of the channel on the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi River

at that time was from 12 to 18 feet. There have been shipped since the

construction of the jetties 48,700,000 bushels of wheat, and the depth

?f the channel at the month of the river has been increased to 26 and 30
eet.

Mr. HEPBURN. How many yearssince the jetties were completed ?

Mr. BLANCHARD. It gives the amount in round numbers before
and after the construction of the jetties.

Mr. ;iEPBURN. But how many years sincc the completion of the
jetties
] h{é‘.’ !])BLANCHARD. My recollection is the jetties were completed
in 5

Before the jetties were constructed the foreign steamship arrivals—
in 1873—numbered 83, with an aggregate tonnage of 107,000 toms.
After the construction of the jetties, in 1883, the number of foreign
steamships ted 402; increasing from 83 per annum before the
construction up to 402 per annum after the construction, while the ag-

te tonnage was increased from 107,000 to 653,000 tons.

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir.

Mr. HEPBURN. How much of theaggregateof 48,000,000 bushels
wheat was received by rail from California for shipment by way of
New Orleans ?

Mr. BLANCHARD.
nia ?

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. <

Mr. BLANCHARD. Thestatement does not show that, but I know
it was comparatively very little.

Now, Mr, irman, pursning the inquiry further: Before the jet-
ties were built a vessel of 1,500 or 2,000 tons’ capacity was above the
average in arrivals at New Orleans. Now, gince the success of the jet-
ties, vesséls of 5,000 tons’ capacity are loaded at New Orleans. Before"
the jetties vessels were loaded to not over 15 feet draught; now vessels
are laden to 26 and 27} feet draught, and pass out to sea without diffi-
culty. Before the jetties were completed skillful pilotage and manage-
ment were of no avail, for the channels were ever shifting; now, where
a vessel is kept within the jetty channel, detentions are unknown.

Before the jetties the tonnage on vessels was from §1.25 to $1.50 per
ton. Now itean and has been had for 50 cents a ton, and a proportionate
mdé:ction in the rates of insurance on vessels and cargoes has also been
made. .

Before the jettics the exports of grain were 5,750,000 a year; now
they are 14,250,000. The total exports were valued at $68,000,000;
now they amount to $94,000,000; an increase of 50 cent.

Before the jetties ?mign freights were 18 to 24 cents per bushel; now
they are from B to 1Zcents. Noris it true, as some suppose, that grain
is liable to become musty and thereby injured by passing through the
heated regions in transit through New Orleans to a foreign market.
Here is a well-authenticated statement completely refuting that:

In 1870 or 1880 two barges were loaded with corn and wheat at Saint Paul, as
an experiment to test this very questi Itst i ":)})Oll‘llﬂ was purposely de-
layed, and it was held in New Orleans in the month of July, and was several
months on the way; yeton arrival at Liverpool it rated the same as to condition,
upon ins ion, that it did at Saint Paul. Another instance: a 0 of bulk
grain and cotton was loaded upon a st hip; the st went ore at or
near the mouth, was brought back to the city, and with ca intact was placed
in dock, re%imd.nnd again went to sea, and in about eighty days after ship-
ment from New Orleansarrived at Liverpool in a perfectly sound condition ; all
of which proved not only that our Southern elimate does not affect its condition,
but, as claimed by Mr. I‘g&ds. a vessel with a full cargo can be taken from the
water into a dock without injury.

Now as tofreight rates. The difference is largely in favor of the river
route. During the season of navigation of the Mississippi River the
rate from Saint Louis to Liverpool, by rail to New York and by river
to New Orleans, has been as follows for the last three years:

How much was shipped by rmail from Califor-

1883. Via railroad to New York, per bushel 23to0 29
Via river to New Orleans, per bushel 17 to 23
Difference in favor of the Tiver Youle.. ... . ciemnsrnsieiinsinee G

1884, Via rail to New York, per bushel W 5 15 to 29
Via river to New Orleans, per bushel..........cc..ccccviciiieinnmnscsssiansssansas 11 to 20
Difference in favor of the river route........ .....ccossnssssssns. 40 9

1885, Via rail to New York, per bushel 14 to 27
Via river to New Orleans, per bushel 13 to 13
Difference in favor of the river route......ou.e. 1to14

Here is an average difference for the three years of at least 6 cents
per bushel in favor of the river route. The country affected by this
difference produced in 1835, according to the estimate of the Agricult-
ural Department, 357,112,000 bushels of wheat, which, at 6 cents per
bushel, would be worth $21,466,720 more than it is. With this great
difference and advantage in favor of the river route, a very considerable
portion of the grain crops of the country will, undonbtedly, go south-
ward, the statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuxmaM] to
the contrary notwithstanding.

Tt is useless, Mr. Chairman, to pursue the subject further. There

is no indisposition on the part of the grain from the West to find an
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autlet to sea through the Mississippi River at New Orleans, and the fig-
ures show it and refute the mere assertions of gentlemen to the con-

Again, the gentleman {rom Iowa made an extravagant statement con-
cerning the number of vessels nsed by the Mississippi River Commis-
sion in the work of improving that stream. Now, as showing the true
facts relative to this, I read from the report of the commission itself:

Mr. HEPBURN. What report?

Mr. BLANCHARD. The report for 1885.

Mr. HEPBURN. Take the report for 1884 and see what it says.

Mr. BLANCHARD. This statement embraces the entire plant be-
longing to the Government for the improvement of more than 1,500
miles of navigable water way on the great Father of Waters.

The present plant now in use by the Mississippi Commission com-
prises 14 steam towboats, 7 steam-launches, tugs, and survey boats, 49
quarter-boats, 83 pile-drivers, 6 hydraulic graders, 1 dredge, 6 dump
boats, 2 pump boats, 3 derrick boats, 6 shop boats, 5 dock boats and
store boats, 19 mattress bouts, 2 ways, 8 screen boats, 263 barges, 25
coal boats, shells, and flats, and anumber of skiffs, yawls, and sounding
goatas, t&?]o.a, instruments, ganging apparatus, &c., aggregating in value

1,267,000. 3

However large that showing may make the number of boats belong-
ing to the Government and the value of the plant in use, it is for the
jmprovement of over 1,500 1 iles of navigable water way from the Des
Moines Rapids to the Gulf of Mexico, and is not greater than the actnal
needs of the service.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Will the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. JoNES] allow me to make one statement in reply to the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpBURN]., ©

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman if it does not
come out of my time. .

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Inregard to the rate of freigh
from New Orleans the gentleman from Towa said there had been no re-
duction.

Mr. HEPBURN, Oh no; I did not say anything of the kind.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman
tosay that. Iwill make thisstatement: I remémber seeing two or three
years ago a statement from the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans that
the saving upon cotton freight to Liverpool and the East was a saving
of a dollar a bale; and that the saving on freight rates to the commerce
of the Mississippi Valley by the jetties had paid for the jetties every two
years since they had been in existence.

Mr. HEPBURN. I have raised no guestion about that.

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this
general debate, as far as it has p , and the opposition, so far as
made to the bill reported by the committee, have amply vindicated the
wisdom of the proposition made by the chairman of the committee, that
ihe general debate should be dispensed with. It seemsto me that the
opposition is perfectly trivial, and that it has amounted to nothing in the
hour, or more than an hour, that has been occupied by the adversaries
of the bill.

‘Why, sir, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] has made an
objection to the bill on the ground of the perfection of the Mississippi
River. He says that it has come from theﬁnda of the Creator so per-

fect, so fit for navigation, that it was entirely useless to appropriate
money foritsimprovement. Well, Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River
has come from the hands of its Creator in a very imperfect state. Like
all natural blessings it has been bestowed upon us to be improved, to be
perfected by human skill, The Mississippi River is no exception to
that rnle. On the contrary, it needs more improvement, it needs more
work than any other river in this country on account of its pecnliar
nature and eccentric habits.

The gentleman assumes that the work that has been done and the

.work that is contemplated by the commission on that river consists of
levees, That is very far from being the fact. The Congress of the
United States saw fit several years ago to create a Mississippi River
Commission, and to put this great river of 2,000 miles of navigable
water under that commission. It was an experiment, and was con-
ceded at the time to be an experiment. But they have gone further,
and the results obtained justify the wisdom of that measure. They
have attained a depth now at Providence reach and Plumb Point reach
of about 13 feet to show for their work.

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question ?

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Yes, sir.

Mr. HEPBURN. What has it cost—how many millions—to get 13
feet of water at these two points?

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, The gentleman may have his opinion of

the cost—

Mr. HEPBURN., It has cost a million of dollars a foot.

Mr. JONES, of Alabama., No matter if it has cost more than that,
the results would justify it.

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ]| said they were taxing
the people of his State to improve the Lower Mississippi and that the
people of Kansas had no interest in that impravement. It is, Mr. Chair-
man, to the interest of the people of Kansas, a large wheat-growing State,

that their grain should find its way to the seaboard at a low cost of
transportation. That is a great wheat-growing country and greatly
stands in need of cheap transportation. -

Mr. DUNHAM. The grain does not want fo go that way.

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. When the facilities are furnished it will
go that way, and it has gone that way to the extent of millions and
millions of bushels, as has been shown by the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. BLANCHARD]. It will always follow the cheapest route.

Objection further was made that certain harbors are to be improved
on that river and noton others. The answer is, this is part of the work
of the commission. The gentleman from Kansas assumes the work by
the commission consists in building thelevees, Thisis not trne. Their
work consists of a contraction of the stream and making revetments
where it is necessary to prevent cut-offs that might change the channel
of the river. The commission does not hesitate to avail itself of levees
already constructed, and to supplement them when it is necessary for
channel improvement or for the benefit of navigation. Itis no part of
their business to reclaim lands. Why should the commission seek to
reclaim lands when it is not to their interest and ounfside of their func-
tions?

The gentleman from Iowa has made the same kind of attack upon the
bill. These attacks are merely beating over again the old straw that
has come down to us from the last session of Congress. It is that and
nothing more. The gentleman from Iowa makes a concluding objec-
tion, that the bill amounts to $15,000,000, and perhaps more; and he
has conjured up the apparition of the bill of 1882, which appropri
$18,000,000, and exhibited it here to ‘‘ affright the souls of fearful ad-
versaries.” That bill has no terror for ns. This bill is not like the
bill of 1882, not even in amount. This is a bill which provides for two
fiscal years, and dividing the aggregate amount between these two
fiscal years it is only $7,500,000 for each. As long as eight years ago,
jsré 1878, the appropriation by Congress for one fiscal year was over

,000,000.

Since then the estimated wealth of this country has inecreased enor-
mously, our population has increased wonderfully, and do we notneed
any larger appropriations to furnish transportation for this increased
population and this increased wealth? And yetin point of fact we are
now appropriating a smaller amount annually than in 1878. 'Why, sir,
as for that bill ot 1882, the House of Representatives in the December
following its passage adopted a resolution calling upon the Secretary of
‘War to furnish information about some portions of the bill, and, among
other things, to inform the House ‘‘whether any money appropriated
by that act was appropriated for works or objects that are not in the
interest of, or for the benefit of, commerce or navigation.’”” The Secre-
tary of War, in response to the resolution, culled out from that eighteen
million bill & number of objects and items which in his opinion were
not for the interests of commerce or for the good of navigation.

I have taken the trouble to add them up, and they amounnt to less
than 5 per cent. of the eighteen millions appmgriated, and I under-
take'to say that if the unworthy objects in the bill that is now pend-

ing before this committee could be culled ont they would not amount

to 2 per cent. of the total appropriation made by the bill. Thatleaves
98 per cent. of this bill that is wholly beneficial to our commerce, for-
eign and internal. And, Mr. Chairman, what is that commerce? The
report of the Bureau of Statistics, which I hold in my hand, shows
that in the year 1884 the foreign commerce of the United States was
valued at one billion four hundred and eight millions; and the same
report goes on to declare that our internal commerce is beyond com-
putation, that it can not be estimated, but that it is at least fifty times
as great as our foreign commerce; so that it must be a good deal more
than $50,000,000,000.

Now, sir, what isthe use of these carping eriticisms and these puerile
attacks upon a bill of this character, whose object it is to furnish trans-
portation for this enormous commerce? The country demands cheap
transportation, and if this $15,000,000 here appropriated will reduce
the cost of transportation one quarter of 1 per cent., itwell give back
to the people more than the amount appropriated in the san‘.ng to the
producers and consumers of our widely extended country. BSir, the
population of this country and the productions of this country have
increased more rapidly than the means of transportation. Private cap-
ital and private enterprise hayve done much to furnish the required
transportation. /

Private enterprise, as the chairman [Mr. WiLLis] has stated, has
built 128,000 miles of railroads in this country, and they represent an
investment of $8,000,000,000. Those railroads carry, as he has stated,
400,000,000 tons of freightannually. And, sir, private enterprise would
have improved our natural water ways if it had been permitted to do so,
but whenever private enterprise undertook to do that, it was met by the
stern injunction of the General Government, *‘ Thus far shalt thou go
and no farther.” This Government has assumed exclusive jurisdiction
over the harbors and the navigable waters of this country, and when it
assumed that jurisdiction it assumed also the obligation toimprove them.

Mr. Chairman, this country is peculiarly adapted to cheap and ample
water communications. There is no other country on the face of the
earth so highly favored in that respect, and it becomes us, representing
such vast interests here, the interests of agriculture, the interests of
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mining, the interests of the commerce to which I have referred, to as-
sist nature, and to furnish the cheap transportation that the people
demand. Thatisa duty that is devolved upon us, and we ought to
meet it. Our agricultural interests are more important than any other.
Morc people are engaged in_agriculture. More eapital is invested in
agriculture than in any other occupation. Agriculture receives less
protection and bears more burdens than any other interest, and one of
the heaviest burdens now resting upon our farmersis the heavy cost of
transporting their crops to market. Hence we find the farmers so unan-
imous and so earnest in asking for these appropriations and these
improvements. Our wheat and our cotton are now engaged in a death-
struggle with the cheap wheat and cotton of India. England and other
conntries have been building water communications to cheapen trans-
portation. The consequence is a great increase in the production of
cheap grain and cheap cotton to compete with American wheat and
American cotton.  Since the opening of the Suez Canal American cereal
exports hsred.tm:mshedmpmpottxonto the increase of Indian exports.
‘We are therefore compelled in self-defenss and on behalf of our farm-
ers to follow the example of these countries and furnish cheaper trans-
portation. Our exports will increase, prices will increase, prosperity

ill increase as carrying rates are cut down.

As I have said, the railroads do much to furnish transportation, but
it is well known that they do it primarily for their own benefit, and
that they eharge high mteauponﬂ:lafreightthat goes over them. The
problem that is agitating State Legislatures, the problem that this Con-
gress has been grappling with for eight or ten years, is how to regulate
the railroads; but, sir, in my judgment, the best solution of that prob-
lemmwbefoundmcheapwn tion,in the competition of
thewaterways. Nothingexcelswater forcheap transportation. When

our northern lakes and rivers are blockaded with ice and navigation is
obstructed, up go the railroad rates; but when spring returns and the
ice disappears, down go the railroad rates. The railroad lines between
Cincinnati and New Orleans raise their rates from 50 centsper hundred
pounds in high water to 80 cents per hundred pounds in low water.
Theae facts show the influence of water tmnsportatwn in eontrolling the

and that is the most effectual way of ting the charges
of Lhesemlmnds, which carry 400,000,000 tonso?%:nght. ayear in this
coun

Bus these appropriations, in regard to which gentlemen malke com-
plaint as to their amount, are not like other appropriations; they are
for works which are permanent in their natare. The ts are eon-
tinving. The appropnatmm for the support of the Army and Navy,
for the Indians, for pensions, are in their use; their expendi-
ture leaves no trace behind; but the results of these appropriations for
rivers and harbors remain  with us; and, as I.have shown, they are
beneficent. Why, sir, aceording to the report of the Labor Burean,
one million laborers were recently out of employment, and in the de-
bate on the labor-arbitration bill a few days ago it was stated that ihis
number had increased to one million and a half.

Now, while I do not believe thatit is oneof the fanctionsof this Gov-
ernment to furnish employment to its citizens, yet, when in times of de-
pressionand di and wecan produce this beneficent resultin the per-
formance of a legitimate public duty, when expediency goes hand in hand
with the Constitution, as it does in this case, it is our duty to make
liberal appropriations for these public works, and thus benefit the labor
of the country. In no bill that Congress passes do the expenditures
go so direetly to the people or benefit so direetly the labor of the coun-
try as these appropriations for rivers and harbors. They furnish work
to the laboring man and they give him wages for his work.

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time remaining I yield it to my col-
league on the committee, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Smwu'r]

The C There are five minutes of the gentleman’s time
remai )

AMr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the appro-
priation made for ‘harbor improvement at Galmton the largest com-
mereial eity upon the coast of the State which I have the honor in part
to represent upon this floor, has been attacked by the gentleman from
TIowa [Mr. HEPBURN], I feel it my duty to say afew words inreply. It
is true that quite a number of the citizens of Galveston have not been
satisfied with the progress of harbor improvemnent at that city under the
_supervision of the Government engineers, and they believed that better
and more speedy results in the harbor improvement of that city eould
be obtained by this Government entering into a contract with the great
engineer Capt. James B. Eads than would be accomplished by the Army

neers.

About this there was a division of sentiment among the people of
Galveston. But a committee came from Galveston to this city during
the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress and prevailed upon tha
Senators and Representatives from Texas fo urge npon Congress the
adoption of what was known as the ‘‘ Eads plan’’ for harbor improve-
ment at Galveston, and in doing this the Texas delegation who favored
it believed that they were serving the best interests of Galveston and
of the country.

A bill was introdueed in this House which, in effeet, was a contract
with Captain Eads on the part of this Government for the improvement

of Galveston Harbor, and it was commonly called the *“Eads bill;”’ and
one precisely like it was introduced in the Senate, and I amnntsure,
but think it was passed by that body. It maynot be improper for me
to say that although I neveractively the Eads bill, I was never
friendly toit, and that I was very much opposed to mbemmmg a part
of theriver and harbor bill, and I was glad when it was not incorporated
in said bill.

In this Hounse the Eads bill was never acted upon, and I do not think
it was reported to the House from the committee to which it had been
referred. But it was during the pendency of the ‘‘Eads bill”’ that
the gentleman from Iowa heard the declarations made that there was
no possibility of accomplishing good at Galveston by the continuation
of the plans then adopted by the board of engineers. I alsoremember
what has been stated by the gentleman, that Mr, Ochiltree, who then
was the immediate representative of the city of Galveston, moved to
strike from the river and harbor bill the appropriation of $250,000 that
harl been made for the improvement of Galveston Harbor, and that he
sncceeded in having it done. I shall never forget it.

Bat, Mr, Chairman, the striking out of the appropriation made for
Galveston in the bill of 1884 and the denunciations of the Government
plans and of the Government engineers were but the indiscretions of a
hot-tempered zeal for the success of the ‘‘ Eads bill,’’ and I beg you to
consider the injustice of denying a sufficient appropriation for harbor
improvement at Galveston because of -what has been said by
atively a few men, of whom it is not dis tful to say that gt“
knew no more about the matter than many others who differed mth
them in regard to it.

I never shared in ths opinions that were then expressed about the
work at Galveston. I then regretted, and I now regret, thatin the zeal
manifested for the Eads bill such opinions were ex Doubtless
the gentlemen who expressed thoseopinions believed they were correct,
but they were not, in my judgment, based upon established facts. What
was the eriticism made by Captain Eads upon the work at Galveston ?
In brief, he said the jetty walls were too far apart and not high enough,
and for these reasons they conld neveraccomplish the result predicted by
the Government engi ‘I thought if these objections were well
founded that the correction could beas easily applied by the Government
engineers and at less cost to the Government.

General Newton, the Chief of Engineers, has submitted during this
session o supplemental report upon the improvement of the harbor at
Galveston, in which itis shown that the ehanges proposed to be made
at that point will remove all just eause for eriticism, and I see no rea-
son why the work of harbor improvement af that point should not be
prosecuted, and why the Government engineers may not be relied upon
to obtain all the success that could be secured by Captain Eads, or by
any one else, and if you will but make as large appropriations for Gal-
veston as were required by the provisions of the Eads bill they will
secure such success quite as rapidly.

I beg to call the attention of the House to the fact that no appropri-
ation has been made for the improvement of Galveston Harbor since
the passage of the bill for river and harbor appropriations in 1882, and
that no work has been done at Galveston since that appropriation was
exhausted. The appropriation made for Galveston in the bill of 1884,
amounting to $250,000, was, as I have before stated, stricken out, and
the river and harbor bill for 1885 failed to pass the Senate, and for these
reasons Galveston has been without an appropriation since 1882, and
this fact should appeal strongly to the House for a liberal appropria-
tion for Galveston at this time.

Galveston is the largest city upon the coast line of Texas, and has a
population of not less than 35,000 and possibly 40,000 inhabitants, and
it is now the largest commereial port in my State. Ideny that money

ed for harbor improvement at Galveston has been wasted.

I assert that the work done by the Government at Galveston hasbeen
of great benefit to that port and to the commerce of Texas. It has fixed
the channel, and has given an inereased d
bar of not less than 18 inches if not 2 feet, and T make this assertion
upon the testimony of experienced seamen and shipmasters who have
been thoronghly acquainted with the entrance to Galveston Harbor for
more than twenty years, and their testimony is corroborated by the pilot
books kept at Galveston,

It is unfortunate that the work of harbor 1mpmvement at Galveston
wWas s by the refusal to accept of the appropriation made in the
river and harbor bill of 1884, but I trust that this appropriation may
not be decreased, for it is 1o more than is necessary, and with it the
work may be resumed and with appropriations that may herealter be
made I trust that the work may be continued until all obstructions to
navigation are permanently removed. My friend from Iowa said that
I was amiable and ought to have largely what I ask for, and that I had
asked largely and had obtained for Texas nearly a round million of
dollars.

Will my friend permit me to suggest a better reason for the appro-
priations made for harbor improvement on that part of our coast which
lies within the limits of Texas? In the first place, much is required to
be done on that eoast, and the estimates furnished by the Secretary ot
‘War are large, but not larger than are absolutely regquired, and no

epth of water upon the outer

o
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greater ion of those estimates have heen allowed in the pending
bill than have been given to other sections of the country, and in many
instances they are not so great.

It must be remembered that Texas is a great State. Within her
limits are more than 274,000 square miles, and this great area of terri-
tory is divided into more than two hundred counties, and the State is
rapidly increasing in population. In 1870 the population of Texas was
819,000; in 1880 it was 1,597,618; in October, 1884, it had increased to
2,215,318, and now it is safe to assert that we have a population of not
less than two and one-half millions.

It has been said, and I believe truly, that Texas has a cotton belt as
large as the State of Mississippi, a sugar section as large as the State of
Lonisiana, a wheat region as large as the State of Ohio, a mineral bed as
large as the State of Pennsylvania, and grazing grounds larger than
the State of Kentucky. Texas produces one-fifth, if not one-fourth,
of the cotton crop of the United States. In 1884 her cotton crop was
1,456,000 bales. In all the valuable woods she is without a rival.

In the report of forestry made by Mr. Sargeant to Census Bureau it
is shown that in Texas there is growing a pine forest that if now cub
into lnmber would aggregate 65,000,000,000 feet. Large crops of eorn
and small grain are made, and much crops of grain would be made
if cheap transportation conld be had to carry the surplus to other mar-
kets. We have beef and mutton enough to feed all the people of the
United Btates; and our live-stock of all kinds are estimated to be not
less than twelve millions in number, and to-day Texas is the largest
wool-growing Statein this Union, Ohio to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. REED, of Maine. We will take care of the wool-growing in-
terest for you. [Langhter.]

Mr. STEWART. We will discuss that when we reach the proper
bill. Yet with all these vast products, with her increasing wealth and
population, Texas, unlike other States of this Union, is almost entirely
without navigable rivers to earry her products to the sea or to regnlate
and cheapen freights by rail. Within the State of Texas there are more
than seven thonsand miles of railway, and the agricnltural interests of
Texas are completely at the mercy of railroad combinations,

With a coast line of more than 400 miles in length, there is not a
harbor in which a vessel drawing 18 feet of water can enter, and but
one in which a vessel of 15 feet dranght can safely venture. There is
a pressing necessity not only for improvement of the harbor at Galves-
ton but for all the harbors upon the eoast of Texas,

[H{ere the hmnmer fell

Mr. HEPBURN.
from Texas.

Mr, STEWART. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, almost destitute as Texas is of navigable rivers there
is buf one practicable mode by which rtation may be cheapened
in that State and her people liberated from the domination of corporate

wer, and that is to improve not only Galveston Harbor but all the

rbors of the Texas coast. Let there be as many competitive points
for freight by water as the coast will supply.

Short hanls by competitive lines of railway to these competitive points
on the Gulf coast will do much to solve the problem, and I am suore it
will result in benefit to every portion of the State. Noris Texasalone
interested in the development and improvement of the harbors npon
her coast. All that vast extent of territory lying north of Texas be-
tween the Mississippi River on the east and the Rocky Mountains en
the west have a very great interest in the improvement and develop-
ment of those harbors, for they are their nearest outlet to the sea.

If a wise policy shall be adopted and pursued by this Government,
whichshall bring nsinto closer and better commercial relations with Mex-
ico and thecountriesof Central and South America, the day is not far dis-
tant when the ports on the Texas coast will be the gateways through which
a commerce will pass that now it is impossible to even approximate its
great value, and in national importance those ports will be second to
few others to be found in this Union. Deep water in Texas harbors is
sot only a necessity to the people of Texas, but it is equally so to a very
large portion of the people of the United States.

I desire to emphasize what has been so well stated by the chairman
of the committee, that in the preparation of this bill no attempt was
made to divide theappropriations among the different States, geograph-
ical lines were not observed, and we did not consider any place merely
with reference to its locality. We only looked to the commercial im-
portance and necessities of each place as shown by the report of the
officer of this Government having in charge its improvement, and to
such other testimony tending to establish these facts as may have been
brought to the attention of the committee,

Itrust that thesame rule which controlled the committee in the prepa-
ration of the bill will govern the House in its consideration, and that no
sectional feeling will prevent any one from giving to the bill that fair
and impartial consideration which should be accorded to a measure of
so much importance to the entire people of this conntry.

Public sentiment in this country is far in advance of Congress upon
the subject of internal improvements. This assertion may be strange,
but it is nevertheless trne; recent events show that it is true.

Large conventions have been held in different sections of this Union

aild five minntes of my time to the gentleman

for the express purpose of considering the improvement of our water
ways, and they have Jmplomd to make sufficient a

tions. These conventions were held at Saint Paul, Kansas City, New
Orleans, Savannah, and Tuscaloosa. They were not merely the repre-
sentatives of special interests, but they were largely composed of men
Tep the entire business interests of the country.

At the Saint Panl convention it was declared to be the sense of the
convention that an annual expenditure of $25,000,000 should be made
for the improvement of our water routes, and in the other conventions
which I have named it was declared that an enlightened policy de-
manded liberal appropriations from this Government for the improve-
ment of its rivers and harbors.

Cheap transportation is the key to prosperity, and there is no ques-
tion before the American people at this time of more vital importance
to their prosperity than this question of cheap transportation. Allad-
mit that water routes furnish the cheapest transportation, but they do
more; they regulate and cheapen transportation by railways. All the
conventions to which I have alluded bear testimony to this fact, and if
was abundantly sustained by the testimony of all who appeared before
the committee during its deliberations.

But it must not be concluded that because water transpertation is
cheaper, and makes transportation by rail cheaper, that the improve-
ment of our rivers and harbors will injure the railways of the country.
It will not do it. It must be remembered that articles of light weight
will always seek the more rapid transit by rail, while heavy, bulky arti-
cles ean be transported with more convenience and ab lesscost by water,
but thegreat and underlying cause of there being no destructive antago-
nism between water and rail transportation is to be found in the fact that
the cheap transportation afforded by navigable waters to the heavy farm
products of the country adds largely to the wealth of the producers and
their increased ability to supply their wants and gratify their desires
creates and expands commerce, manufactures, and all other industries
which give employment to all kinds of carriers.

No class receive greater benefits from the increased prosperity of the
country than do our common carriers.

From Poor’s Mannal for Railroads for 1885 I learn that at the close
of last year there were in the United States 125,151 miles of railroads
and also 156,496 miles of track, estimated to have eost $6,924,554,444,
or butlittleless than $45,000 permile. Isupposethisestimate includes
rolling-stock and all the equipments necessary for their operation, and
as the amount is large it may alsoinclude watered stock, fictitious bonds,
and other fraudulent devices too frequently connected with railroad
management in this country.

Of -one thing we may be sure, and it is that large interest upon this
amount and perhaps more is annually exacted from the producers of
this country by those who have the management and control of said
railways. Itis a burden upon the agricultural interests of this coun-
try, which can be lightened by the improvement of the riversand har-
bors, and I believe more substantial good will result to the people from
liberal expenditures for this purpose than for any other, save the nec-
essary expense of maintaining the Government.

What interest upon the cost and equipage of these roads is annually
expended in their maintenance and repair I do not know; I have fre-
quently heard it asserfed that not less than 50 per cent. of their earn-
ings were thus ded. But for my now I will assume that
not more than 10 per cent. of their original eost is thus expended in
the anpual repair and equipment of these roads, and we have a sum
of more than $600,000,000. How infinitesimal does the amount o1
this bill appear in comparison with the amount that is annually ex-
pended by corporations in the improvement of their railways.

Mr. Chairman, it is believed that we now have in this country more
than sixty millions of people, and that the aggregate wealth of the
country is not less than fifty billions of dollars. These two facts—the
population and wealth of the country—should be properly considered
in forming our judgment about the pending hill.

The great number of people who inhabit our vast area of territory,
with their restless commercial energies, require the greatest and best
facilities for the cheapest rtation to be obtained by meansof our
water ways, and the wealth of the country is abundantly large to en-
able the Government to have made such improvement of our water
routes as will render them adapted to the ever-i ing demands of
gnmmerce, and I believe it is the imperative duty of the Government to

o if.

‘Why should the Representatives of the people hesitate to make suf-
ficient appropriations for the improvement of the rivers and of
this country, when they know that the improvement of our water routes
will cheapen transportation and reduce the amount of money annually
taken from the pockets of the people by corporations?

It is not a pleasant suggestion, but it is nevertheless true, that this -
Government has—in land and money—donated vastly more money for
the construction of mailways than it has from its fonndation until now
appropriated for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Navigable
waters are free to all, and they are free from the oppression of corparate
power, and, if properly protecied and improved by the Governmen
they will be of incalenlable value to the people. The people have
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that sufficient appropriations shall be made, and I hope that this Con-
gmess will not fail to comply with their request.

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam aseeker after information in reference to this
bill, snd I ask the attention of the chairman of the committee. I un-
derstanid this bill appropriates $2,250,000 for the Lower Mississippi.
mbouts will I find estimates and plans for the work at New Or-

Mr. WILLIS. It is in the fourth volume of the report of the Chief

Mr, WILLIS. This present fiscal year. I hold it here in my hand.

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have the date of the estimate. I
do not care what volume it is in.

Mr. WILLIS, It is before me and in a moment it will be given to
the gentleman.

Mr. HISCOCK. I pass on from that while he is looking for it, and
ask if he will tell me where I will find the report for the rectification
of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers?

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman’s question was in reference to the
port of New Orleans. He will find that on page 2871 of the fourth
volume of the report of the Chief of Engineers of the United States
Army.

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the date of the estimate?

Mr. WILLIS. In December last, 1885,

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the estimate?

2 %ﬁmWII.LIS Six hundred and eighty-three thousand six hundred
0

Mr, HISCOCK. For the rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya
Rivers, where will we find that?

Mr WILLIS, In one second.

Mr. HISCOCK. Read in that connection also the estimate for the
Greenville reach.

Mr. WILLIS. In regard to the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers the gen-
tleman will find it on page 2868.

Mr, HISCOCK. What is the date of the recommendation ?

Mr. WILLIS. It isin the last report; December, 1885.

Mr. HISCOCK. There is a recommendation of that date?

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. In to the Greenville reach, about
which the gentleman also inquires, he will find it on page 2871. The
estimate is $186,000.

Mr. HISCOCK. That leaves a million and a half for the general
improvement of the Mississippi River.

Mr. WILLIS. One million seven hundred thousand dollars.

Mr. HISCOCK. Where will I find estimates, plans, and recommend-
ations for that amount?

Mr. WILLIS, I havethem beforeme in the rcport of the committee.

Mr. HISCOCK. Give the date.

Mr, WILLIS. Page2871. I will read it.

Mr. HISCOCK. Who is that by?

Mr. WILLIS, The Mississippi River Commission.

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘'What date?

Mr. WILLIS. Last report, December, 1885.

ESTIMATES OF FUNDS FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPFLI RIVER FOR
THE FISCAL YEAE ENDING JUNE 30,

For continuing the im provement of the Mississippi River from Des

Moines Rap s w the mouth of the Illinois River... .. $500, 000
For t of the Mi.mauippi ‘River from the
mouth of the B Iilinols River 16 Cairo, 111 1,900, 000

For continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River from Cairo
I, to the Head of the Passes, including the impmvmenzor the B.eci

River at and below the head of the Atchafalaya.... . 5, 000, 000

Mr, HISCOCK. In that report is there any rwommendnhon t.hJs“

money should be appropriated and expended; and, if so, by whom?

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly.

Mr. HISCOCK. By whom?

Mr. WILLIS. The commission.

-Mr. HISCOCK. The commission recommended it? Give me the
names of the gentlemen who recommended it. And I ask these ques-
tions, if the gentleman will pardon me, in the light of the declarations
made on the floor in the last Congress, I believe, that the plan of the
Mississippi River Commission for the improvement of the Mississippi
River had proved a failure, and that it had been demonstrated it was
a failure and money was being wasted there. I understood these dec-
larations to have been made with deliberation heretofore.

Mr. WILLIS. I do not wish to take up the time of the gentleman,
but he will recollect there is a difference getween the contraction sys-
tem and the system of revetment.

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Mississippi River Commission changed
their plan?

Mr, WILLIS. They have not.

Mr. HISCOCK. From the declarations we had at. the last session in
reference to them it wounld nppear they had. Youleaveit, then, to the
Mississippi River Commission ?

Mr. WILLIS. Intheirstatement, if the gentleman will examine it,
there would be no further appropriation in the direction he suggests.
The gentleman asks who signed it? The following gentlemen:

Q. A. Gillmore, colonel engineers, brevet major-general, U, 8, A,, president

3?1 River Commission; Chas. R.Suter, major of englmeers, U. 8, A.;
He.nry tche].l Const and Geodetic Survey; B. M. R. B, Taylor, 8. W,

Mr. Comstock files a supplemental report, in which he recommends
two and a half millions.

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is his recommendation ?

Mr. WILLIS. A million dollars for Plum Point reach; as much
(that is a million) for the Lake Providence reach; half a million for
Memphis and the Atchafalaya. That, he says, is ample for the pros-
ecution of those works for the coming fiscal year, and we recommend a
quarter million dollars less than Mr. Comstock, the dissenting engineer,
recommends.

Mr. REED, of Maine. But you donot recommend its use in the way
in which he says that it ought to be used.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Comstock, as the gentleman understands, filesa
minority report. The committee has been controlled by the views of
the other members of the commission, constituting six out of theseven.
In other words, we took the judgment of six in preference to the judg-
ment of one. But the question put to me was mregardtothe amount
recommended by Mr. Comstock, and I have given it.

Mr: REED, of Maine. He recommends an appropriation of §2,000,000
for specific purposes, and yon recommend that it be scattered all over
the river.

Mr. WILLIS. He recommends two and & half millions.

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
WiLris] if the report he has before him is the one transmitted by the
Secretary of War to Congress. Is it anything other than the report for
18857

Mr. WILLIS. Itisthe lastreport; not the one that you are looking
at.

Mr. HISCOCK. I have here the report of the Secretary of War for
1885, and I find in it the report of the Mississippi River Commission.

Mr. WILLIS.. The gentleman has probably been misled by the fact
t]nll.t both the report for 1884 and the report for 1885 are in the same
volume,

The last report he will find on page 2859. Then there is the supple-
mental report filed January 15, 1886, which is Executive Document 38,
Forty-ninth first session.

Mr., HISCOCK. I have the document.

The CHAIRMAN. There are fifteen minutes remaining to the op-
ponents of the bill.

Mr. WILLIS. If no one desires to occupy the time, I will call for
the reading of the bill.

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that it would be
useless to ask to reserve these fifteen minutes until to-morrow, and so
I will say crudely to-night what perhaps I might say in better shape to-
morrow. Although this debate has come upon me somewhat unex-
pectedly, yet I have a few general considerations which I should like
to submit to the committee. My criticism upon the bill will be con-
fined to the appropriations which are made for the benefit, it is said, of
the Mississippi River. There are gentlemen in this House who will
recollect the origin of this attempt to do something for the Mississippi
River. It had its origin in two things: First, a general public clamor
against the use of the public money for small creeks and inlets, and a
desire that something should be done for what were called, in large
language, *‘the great highways of commerce.”

The second cause found its motive in an honest disposition on the

rt of this nation, especially in the North, to do something for the re-
Ebﬂitaﬁon of the Bouthern States, their industry and commerce.
Both motives were praiseworthy and deserve our highest respect. But
if it shall prove, as it seems to me it has proved, that our efforts have
resulted simply in a waste of public money, it is time that we call a
halt to the transaction. My attention was first awakened to it by the
action of members upon the last river and harbor bill but one. I re-
call the fact that the committee of the House of Representatives ap-
pointed and sent to examine and which actnally did examine the Mis-*
sissippi River problem upon the spot was not favorable to any such ac-
tion as was taken by the House. On that committee were the present
Speaker and other members not less distingnished and competent.

In the year 1884, I think it was, on the last river and harbor appro-
priation bill but one, the proposition was distinetly presented to this
House that in all human probability, or, to put it mildly, that there
was every reason to suppose, the attempt which had been made wasa
failure, and that the man who had proposed the plan, and who was spe-
cially relied upon to carry it out, Mr. Eads, seeing that failure, had
withdrawn himself from any responsibility and resigned his position
upon the commission. Under this state of facts the question was pre-
sented to this Honse as well as it could be in the hnrryofthet.hen
shortened debate, that there was one plain duty for us to perform, and
that was to confine this attempt to its experimental stage, fo devote
all the money that we were willing to spend to two reaches—the Plum
Point reach and the Providence reach.

The idea of those who opposed that proposition, so simglﬁ and so just,
was to scatter the money all up and down the river and make begin-
nings all around, which would force us to continue the appropriation
before the result of the experiment had shown us whether it was a suc-
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cezn or a failure; and the unanimous mustering of gentlemen on that
side first opened the eyes of the country to the character of this trans-
action.

To improve a great highway for navigation the United States was
willing to spend money. To throw money into the Mississippi River
with the sole result of reclaiming land upon the banks was some-
thing which the people of the United States did not want to do with
their money. Precisely that plan, thus objectionable, is followed out
in this report and in this bill. 'We are asked to spend $2,000,000 all
over the river, when to-day no man knows whether the attempt to con-
trol that river will be a success or a failure, a fact which counld be
easily ascertained by earrying out the work in one reach of the river.
Am I not right then in saying the purpose and object of this is to get
the U‘riiited States involved in an expenditure to which no man ean sce
an end ?

Look at this proviso of the bill which says there shall be no money
expended on levees; provided, however, that the commission may ex-
pend it if they want to. I say—and I mean no disrespect, for I came
very near being fined for disrespect to the committee the last time I
spoke on the subject—I say this is a proviso that something shall not
be done provided the very fellows who intend to do it shall not think
it ought to be done; and we already know they think it ought. :

Now, what is the object of all this? Commerce is beyond the contro
of the Government of the United States. Commerce takes its own way.
It is our business to notice the movements of trade. We can help them;
we can not change them; that is beyond our utmost power. What is
the tendeney of modern mereantile transportation? It is npon the lines

. of shortest time. No merchant to-day sends his ship off on a voyage
of months and months, taking his chances that it may arrive when the
markets are free from the which the ship may bring. To-day he
never amasses for himselfthose sudden and large profits which were the
happy fortune of the merchants of olden days. No, sir; the great mer-
chant of to-day makes his money hy small percentages upon great trans-
actions, and, therefore, he wishes to eliminate from his business every
element of loss. He demands the element of time, in which losses may
happen and fluctuations may take place shall be cut off and as far as
possible annihilated with space. That is his object. Hence it is that
the movement of commerce in this country is from east to west, and
largely by railroads, because they save time, eliminate loss, and enable
the merchant to calculate his small percentages on his great transac-
tions.

The result of this mercantile system under a great law of nature is
that men day after day are obtaining at the least cost the products of
the whole world. Look at the result upon ons single railroad. I
noticed the other day, in the report of the Chicago, Milwaunkee and Saint
Paul Railroad, some simple figures, to which I ask the attention of the
committee. In 1865 every ton per mile cost 4.11 cents; in 1875 every
ton per mile cost 2.10 cents; in 1885 it cost 1.28 cents. There isa law
here visible which is working inevitably to the benefit of the consumer,
working without the eo§|:dmnce and apparently withont the knowledge
of Congress, if one could judge from speeches of members. These
great laws of trade keep on without us, and we need not attempt here,
by this bill, to make a change in them, because the result will be in
this Mississippi part that we shall be only throwing away our moncy
not in a change, but in a futile attempt to make a change.

If gentlemen on the other side believe that this Mississippi River
improvement is a thing which is worth its cost, why do they not sit
down, like patient and sensible men, and appropriate the money neces-
sary to complete the experiment in one of these reaches, so that we may
understand once for all whether it will be a failure or not? If we know
what one reach costs we can than caleulate the whole cost. But if the
object is the mere spending of money in one locality, what better way
of doing it can there be than this to get us involved in an expenditure
extending over 1,500 miles of distance, with apparently no other pur-
pose than to continue it until it reaches an enormons sum ?

I am well aware that the public mind is filled with that old idea of
the great highway of commerce. It is astonishing how this mouth-
filling lan doth beguile the people. Let ussit down and look at
it with sense in our heads and light in our eyes, and ask ourselves if
we are willing year after year to incur the opprobrinm of the country
by adding this sum to our bill without any more proof of its righteous-
ness and its wisdom. Let us cut loose this great gquestion from the
general river and harbor appropriation bill and let it stand upon its
own merits—it is big enongh todo it—if thereare merits in it. Surely
this is a wise course. If we still intend to keep it in the general river
and harbor bill, let us confine it to an appropriation for a single reach.
Let us try the experiment, even though, as my friend from Chicago
[Mr. DuNaAM] well says, the grain will want to go the other way.
But if yon gentlemen think otherwise, and I am bound to yield defer-
ence to the judgment of so many of you, let us see if the experiment
weare undertaking is going to beasuccess, and not throw money away
on an nncertainty. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. There are three minutes’ time still allowed to
the opponents of the bill.

Mr. HEWITT. I wish to ask the chairman about the provision
which I find in the bill (page 6, line 128) by which it appears that a

marine hospital in the State of Pennsylvania is to be ceded to the
United States. I did not know that a marine hospital was part of the
river and harbor bill; but I snppose the chairman can explain the nat-
ure of this provision.

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman would read it over just once more
I do not think he would ask the question. It is not a ceding of & ma-
rine hospital, but it is a provision to obtain from the marine hospital
at Erie the title to the peninsula of Presque Isle, in order that the
Government may own the property that it is improving. .

Mr. HEWITT. Isnot this part ofa scheme that hasbeen several times
before the House, by which the whole of that property is to be ceded
to the United States?

Mr. WILLIS. Not that I know of.

Mr. HEWITT. Does the gentleman know that it is not?

Mr. WILLIS. I know nothing about it except what I state. The
Government is asked to improve that part of the navigable water in
front of Erie, and before doing so it was thought prudent that the ma-
rine hospital, which wes said to have certain rights there, should be re-
quired to surrender them.

Mr. HEWITT. I have risen for the purpose of giving notice to the
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that when this item
is reached I hope he will be prepared to give the House some explana-
tion of this provision, by which the United States is to come into pos-
session of a certain marine hospital under an act of the Legislature of

Pennsylvania. T think it is an old friend which comes up again in a
new form. :
Mr. WILLIS. I think the gentleman is mistaken.

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the House for general debate
has expired. The bill will now be read by paragraphs for amendment.

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows:

Improving harbor at York, Me, : Continuing improvement, $10,000.

An amendment reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,
striking ont the words ‘‘ continuing improvement,’’ was agreed to.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it is obvions that this
bill can not be completed to-day, and I wish to ask the gentleman in
charge of the bill whether he is willing that the committee shall now
rise. '

Mr. WILLIS. We are willing to hold on as long as the Committee
of the Whole is disposed to continue the consideration of the bill, but
if it is the general desire, I shall not object to the committee now rising.

Several MEMBERS. Rise! Rise!

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, before making the motion, however,
I will ask leave to have printed in the RECORD the report of the com-
mittee upon this bill, as the supply seems to be exhausted.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The report is as follows:

Mr, WiLLIE, from the Commitiee on Riversand Harbors, submitted the follow-
ing report, to accompany bill H, R, 74580 :

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors beg leave to report back to the House
the accompanying bill (H., R.7480) * making appropriations for the construction,
repair, and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other
purposes,’ with sundry a ts, and to r d the p of the
“;Leé last river and harbor act, which was passed 5th July,1884,as it left the
House appropriated §12,619,100, uponi estimates by the engineers that $35,301,885
could be * profitably expended in the fiscal year,” or 33} per cent. of the esti-
mates, The bill reported herewith appropriates §15,120,700, upon the engineers'
estimates of §42,332,100. =

PRINCIPAL ITEMS OF THE.BILL.
The following is an itemized statement of the appropriations recommended

in this bill:
165 rivers... #09, 700
124 harb 4,%5,500

5 channels and inlets

500

2 ice-harbors. 000
5 breakwaters, 215, 500
139,500

000

4 special BUFVEYS.....oooens

1d
Exam?ilations,aur\'ej‘s, and conting

15,120, 700

Of this total amount the sum of $1,018,000 covers itens not earried upon the

Book of Estimates, Deducting this last sum from the total, as given above,

leaves £14,102,700 as the amountappropriated upon the regular estimates, which
is less than 83} per cent, thereof,

XUMBER OF ITEMS REJECTED—XEW ITEMS.

The estimates called for appropriations for 201 rivers (including 8 channels and
inlets)., Ofthesethe committee rejected 40. They also called for appropriations
for 138 harbors (including 5 breakwaters and 2 ice-harbors), Of tggse the com-
mittee rejected 15. Thus, out of a total of 339 items for which appropriations
were asked by the engineers, 55 have been refused by the committee. The prin-
cipal new item is an appropriation of $250,000 for the construction of a new lock
on the Saint Mary’'s River, which is the outlet for the great lake system. The
immense increase of commerce on the lakes and the increased draught of ves-
sels passing through this river fully justify the proposed work.

THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ESTIMATES.

The largest appropriation in the bill is for the Mississippi River. The com-
mittee have appropriated to that river, from its mouth to its source, $3,725,000.
This amount includes §50,000 for the reservoirs at its headwaters. An itemiza-
tion of this aggregate sum is as follows:

Reservoirs at head £50, 000
Snag-boat on Upper Mississipp 30, 000
From Saint Paul to Des Moi Rapids 510, 000
At Des Moines Rapids, to complete modified project 33, 000
From Des Moines Rapids to mouth of Illinois River 200, 000
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From mouth of Illinois River to mouth of Ohio River.....c..ce. oy i
From Cairo to the Head Passes, including Red River at and below the

head of the Atchafalaya 2,250, 000
Bmayufuhluippiﬂmbotmnﬁeade and headwaters..... 75,000
ve obstr 75, 000
Total....... corenee 3,725,000

The estimates for above items were as follows:
Reservoirs at headw 000
Snag-boat on Upper Mississi 000
From Saint Paul to Des lloines Rapids 000
At Des Moines Rapids, to complete modified 700

From Des Moines Rapids to mouth of lllinois
From mouth of Iilinois River to mouth of Ohio R.lv
From Cairo to the Head Passes, including Red River

head of the Atchafalaya. 5,000,000
Survey of Mississippi Rh‘er. between Head Passes and head waters. . 100, 000
To remove ohetru ons, &o. 61, 000

Total 8,542, 7

In addition to the Mississippi, other great rivers in the country receive the
following amounts:

Missouri River $610, 000
Ohio River 500, 000
Columbia River. 460, 000
Saint Mary’s River and Hay Lake Ch 1 400, 000
Tennesseo River. 357,500
Kentucky River. 250, 000
Delaware River 240, 000
James River. sessnees. A0, 000
Great Kanawha River - 150, 000
Cape Fear River. 125, 000
Monongahela River. 121, 500
Cumberland River. 112, 500
Illinois River. 100, 000
Red River, 95, 000
kansas River, 5, 000
Fox River. 75,000
3, 831, 500
BECOMMENDATIONS FOR SMALLER RIVERS.

Thmmintlm t bill r dations for other rivers, as follows.
20 at $5,000 each. $100, 000
18 at $10,000 each 180, 000
7 at §15,000 each S—
30 between $20,000 and $50,000. 887, 500
2-at 350,000, 100, 000

1, 372, 500

APPROPRIATIONS FOR numor.s AS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL.
For harbors, &e., the recommendations of the bill are as follows :

2 ice-harbors, at $35, 000
5 breakwaters, at PRI 215, 500
124 harbors, at.. 4, 880, 500

4, 631, 000

The following are the leading appropriations for harbors:

New York Harbor (Hell Gate, &e.)
Galveston Harbor
Sabine Pass, Texas
Charleston Harbor
Mobile Harbor
Baltimore Harbor..
Norfolk Harbor
Cumberland § d
Toledo Harbor
Savannah Harbor.
C’ievelnnd Harbor,
Ch Harbor
Aransas Pass
Sand Beach Harbor......
Huomboldt Harbor

Total for fifteen harbors .
The following harbors are recommended for appropriations ranging from $50,-,
000 to §100,000:

Oswego
Milwaukee ...
Oakland

Bay

'\' 1.
Wilmington
Boston.

Newhurypo

FErie

Pass Cavallo

Brazos Santi

Duluth
Total amount for eleven hark

28g3z3a88s8
§§§§§§§§§§§

EUMMARY OF HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS.

Fifteen hnrborn,-.t $100,000 and upward s $2, 705, 000
Eleven harbors, from §50,000 to §100,000, 735, 000
Fifteen harbors, at and wve §20,000 000

TWO RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS IN ONE.

Your committee think it proper to call attention to the fact that the present
bill earries ag]prfgf;luluns for two vears. The last nppnmﬁon for rivers and
harbors was act of July 5 1854 which wahil‘or the year ending June
30,1885, In lhe last sessi Fcﬂ.y— ghth Congress the Committee on
Tivers and Harl Te ill recommending the a ypriation of $12,323 -
%00, This bill was discussed for several weeks, when bill, appropriating
£5,000,000, was substituted for it and d the House, but failed in the Senate
from want of time to consider it, deliberate judgment of the representa-
tives of l.ho_ipw}:le vras thus placed npon remrd that at least $5,000,000 was not-
unl tion, repair reservation of certain works

ﬂﬂﬂ

and
on rivers and hnrborsfort.heﬂmﬂyearm&ing une 30, 1886,"

The failure to secure this or any amount for such purposes excited great coms-
plaint, and when this committee commenced their work at the beginning of the
present session they were confronted with numerous demands for immediate
appropriations. The committee did not think it proper to \'leld to !hese de-
mands, but they embrace in the present bill the totala d for
the next fiscal year. The failure of the last House to make nnymrglugzmhon
}ms thrown on your committee the duty of combining two river a

n one,
Dwadlng the present amount recommended between the two fiscal years will
e $7,500,000 ns the amount of the present bill properly ehargeableto this Con-
gm.ss,

No appropriation has been made for the improvement of the Potomae River

nm:l ﬁnls for the reason that the title to the reclaimed land is in dispute; and, until
tisfactory information on that subject has been furni , it was not
umughr. m-ude.ul. to expend money in that direction.

GENERAL LEGISLATION,

The gcnera.l legislation of the bill isconfined to three or four provisions, touch-
ing the control, administration, use, and navigation of rivers and harbors. A
re yort is requl‘md as to locks and dams now improved under authority, upon

ich tolls are charged, and as to the udvianbllm.' of purchasing said improve-
ments by the Government; and in one-insl.nnee, Ihhs Mouungahela ver,
the Government is anthorized, if 1 , to by nation the
works of the Monongahela Navigation (.ompany. totheend that the navigation
of the river may be made free.

AXNUAL REPORT OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS AND THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER
COMMISSION.

The report of the Mississippi River Commission, together with the annual re-
port and maps of the Chief of Engineers, are required to be made on or before
the 1st of December ineach year. In theannualreport of the Chief of Engincers
he is directed to report—

““All the instances in which piers, breakwaters, or other structures or works,
built or made by the United Siates in aid of commerce or navigation, are
oceupied, or injured by a corporation or an individual, and the extentand mode
of such use, occupation, or injury,and the facts tnuohing the same. He shall
also report whether any bridges, causeways, or str now ted or in
process of erection, do or will interfere with the free and safe navig n of the
rivers and other ]mhl.m works herein appropriated for, and if they do or will so
interfere, to report the best mode of alwﬂug or ootuimoting such bridges or
causeways as to prevent any such obstruct

CONTRACT SYSTEM PERMISSIBLE.

Dty of the fasrotary of War 1o apply the herein appropriated fo
“Du e of War to apply mnney A r
improvements, other than surveys amr estimates, in carrying on the various
works, by contract or otherwise, as minbs most economical and admtageous
to the Government. Where said works are dnne by contract, such contract
shall be made after sufficient public adverti t for pr 18, in such man-
ner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; n.nJ such contract shall
be made with the lowest maponaibie bidders, accompa: such securities
as the of War shall require, eonditioned for the i‘ai 1 prosecution
and " completion of the work according to such contract, and for the prompt
mg}lt of all liabilities incurred in the prosecution thereof for labor and ma-
erial.

y OBSTRUCTING BRIDGES AND CAUSEWAYS,

Your committee have also recommended I tion touchinz;htha removal of
bridges, causeways, and other structures which interfere with the free and con-
venient navigation of rivers and barbors, and providing that hereafler the druw-
ings and deaorlrpl.igjnsofsuch p]roposed works shall ﬁrsl. be submitted to the Sec-

approva

retary o War
BURVEYS AND EXAMINATIONS,

Your committee have directed the Secretary of War, at his discretion, to cause
examinations or surveys, or both, and estimates of costs of improvement proper
to be made of fifty-six rivers and twenty-eight harbors. The wise Eion o
the act, placing these examinations and surveys under the superv ou of the
Becretary of War, and prescribing the conditions precedent therefor, have been
adopted and made fuller and more specific in the prmnt bill,

I!-efore any money is ordered the loeal engineer is raquired. to make a prelim-

r{'h examination, and report to the Chief of Engineers—

ether, in his opinion, said river or harboris worthy of improvement, and

shall state in such report fully and particularly the facts and reasons on which he
basessuch opinion, including the present and prospective demands of commerce;
and it shall be the duty of the Chief of Engineers to directthe making of such sur-
vey, if in his opinion the river or harbor proposed to be surveyed be worthy of
improvement by the General Government, and he shall report to the Secretary
of War the facts, and what public necessity or convenience may be subserved
thereby, t.on:elher with the full reports of the local engineer.”

Such reports will place Congress in possession of all the faects, and prevent
eIl.her partiality or Srqjudiee.

Your committee finally recommend that such reports of preliminary exami-
nations and surveys 1be made to this House and 1 be printed. At pres-
ent these reports are sent to the Senate, and the committee primarily charged
with their consideration are thus frequently deprived of important and neces-
o Sttt

our

SRty Hes M e Sy et ol 2 approved by th Pasiarer Tt
ve e‘ym the er
mn:}:ud have for their sole object the honest, ful, and economical admin-
n of the publh mon and the proper rexnhﬂ.on maintenance, and
construction of th pu 110 works whese e and
navigation has bulm the foundation of our Government.
oomuam‘.v.

Your committee, in bringing this report to a conclusion, ean not refrain from
referring to the unusual and embarrassing circumstances under which

the h now reported was ed, and the efforts which they have made to dis-
charge acce ly the arduous and responsible duties devolved upon them. The
fact, already ni!uded to, that two river and harbor bills are embraced in the

present bill, will nggut the increased responsibility, difficulty, and embarrass-
ment in apportioning this small amount among a large number of works of im-
provement equall meritorim.m and important,

In dischargi duty your committee have availed {hemselves of all the
information within their reach. Not only have the committee twice carefully
gﬁdemd ‘l:]ib t facts contained in the special and general reports of the War

ent, but ev

Ads

Member and Delegate was invlted to nppe-.nr, and over
nine-tenths of them did appear and present i facts t the im-
provements within their respective districts. Nuomerous delegations, repre-
senting different works, were also heard.

Conscious that in the investigation of so many hundred public works, new
and old, they may have in some instances done injostice, but trusting that in
the main the conclusions arrived at will be found to be correct, the commit-
tee submit this kill as the result of their labors, with the bope that it will meet
with the approval of Congress and of the country,

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee now rise.
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The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that they had had “nder consideration
the bill (IL. R. 7480) making appropriations for the construction, repair,
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for
othar purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon.

RELATIONS OF LABOR AND CAPITAL.

The SPEAKER announced the following-named members as the Se-
lect Committee to investigate the canses of the existing disturbed con-
dition of the relations between railroad companies engaged in inter-
state commeree and their employés in certain States:

A. G. CurTiN, of Pennsylvania; J. N. BURNES, of Missouri; W, H.
CRAIN, of Texas; J. H. OUTHWAITE, of Ohia; J. W. STEWART, of Ver-
mont; A. X. PARKER, of New York; and JAMES BUCHARAN, of New
Jersey.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr, Speaker, at the request of a number of gentle-
men, I ask nnanimous consent for any member who desires to printin
the RECORD remarks on the river and harbor bill,

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. J. W. STEWART, for one weeb@rom this date, on account of
im t business,
'o Mr. TURNER, indefinitely.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. KING moved that the House adjourn, but withdrew the mo-
tion at the request of Mr. GAY.

ALTARS ADMITTED' FREE OF DUTY.

Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up House
bill No. 4007 and put it upon its passage. Itwill take but a moment.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will
ask for objections,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, d&e., That heBoml.l‘?of the Treasury be,and lie is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to admit free rt dutﬂr at the enstom-house in New
Orleans, La., a set of altars for the Catholic church of Saint John the Evangelist,
of lhhﬂnrish ‘of La Fayette, imported by Rev, Ernest Forge, priest of said church,

Martin, P. Gerard, and Lonis Guos Breaux, trustees of said church, and

consigned to J. Nugrule, of ‘New Orleans, La.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There was no objection.

The bhill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. GAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ELECTORAL COUNT BILL.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, when I reported the electoral count
bill I forgot to ask leave that the views of the minority might be printed
with the report of the committee. I now make that request.

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the House do
now adjourn. ;

The motion was to; and accordingly (at5 o’clock and 20 min-
ntes p. m.), the House adjourned.

PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,
under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Mrs. J
ana, praying compensation for quartetmaster’s stores taken by fhe
i ey resting 1o, i elsia of Jommhiie Gails ot V6

A papers to the claim o of Terre
Bonne Pa.l:ish Louisiana—to the same committee.

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of William T. Coleman and others, for
tariff on borax and borates—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRAGG: Papers relating to the claim of Catherine Odlam—
to the same commiitee.

By Mr. BURNES: Petition in support of House bill 7740—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Jacob Goetz, for relief and
restorafion to pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Phil. Erkel, of Cincinnati, Ohio, with accompanying
papar&—to the Committee on }Itlnm'y Affairs,

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of Knights of Labor of Baltimore, against
the passage of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests.

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of H. Stevens, of Brazoria Gou:nty, Texas,
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of civil employés of the Quartermas-

Carlin, of Louisi- |

ter General’s Department, in regard to the Army bill—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

‘Also, memorial of civilian employés of the supply department of the
Army, in regard to certain limitations contained in the bill for the sup-
port of the Army known as the Army appropriation bill—to the same
committee.

Also, petition of citizens of Muskegon, Mich., asking for the submis-
sion of a constitutional amendment to protect women in the enjoyment
311: suffrage in the States and Territories—to the Committee on the Ju-
By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Nebraska, asking for submission of the sixteenth
amendment to the Constituntion—to the same committee.

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of the Chicago Live Stock Exchange,
favoring legislation to relieve ihe hog-product of the United States
against the unjust diserimination by foreign governments—to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial against the sale of oleomarga-
rine—to the Committee on Agricalture.

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Chester Connty, Penn-
sylvania, praying for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the sale,
&e., of all intoxicating beverages—to the Committee on the Alcoholic
quuor Traffic.

By Mr. GAY: Papers relating to the claim of Antoine La Forest, of
La Fourche Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GILFILL.AN Memorial of Minneapolis monthly meeting of
Friends of Minnesota, in favor of the bill to promote peace among
nations—to the Committee on Affhirs.

By Mr. R. 8. GREEN: Petition of citizens of New Jersey, in favor of
moﬂlce savings-banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Frank E. Lawyer and 98 others, cili-
zens of Greenshorough, V., in favor of taxing the manufacture and sale
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HANBACK : Petition of Knights of Laboref Kirwin, Kans.,
praying for the construction by the United States of a double-track
railway from New York to Kansas City—to the Committee on Com-
merce.

Also, a letter from William Baird, of Vesper, Lincoln County, Kansas,
relative to legislation in behalf of soldiers of the Union in the late war
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HILL: Petition on expenses in the post-offices—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of William Dempsey and others, of
Franklin County, New York, for modification of existing laws so as to
allow citizens living near the line to take their grain to mills in Canada
to be ground and bring the flour and meal back into the States with-
ont pﬁ.y:ng duty thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. J.T. JOHNSTON: Petition of J. D. Galleher and 66 others,
soldiers and citizens of Warren County; of E. M. Slottleman and 104
others, soldiers and citizens of Guernsey County; of soldiers and citizens
of Wabash County, of Pike County, of Ford County, of Vermillion
County, and of Sullivan County, Indiana, asking for the passage of
House bill No. 3320, pensioning all Union soldiers—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolution of Local Assembly No, 2281, Knights of Labor, of
Terre Haute, Ind., in relation to publiclands, and for other purposes—to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, petition of Thomas K. Cushman, lieutenant Company I, Sixth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, asking for arrears of pension—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Local Assembly No. 318, Knights of Labor, of Is.nu,hls—
ville, Ind. ; of Local Assembly No. 299, Knights of Labor, of' Clay Gounty 4
and oflml.&memb]y No. 456 nghts of Labor, of (}arbon, ., ask-
ing for relief of labor—to the Committee on Railways and thnals.
Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Cardonia, Ind., against the free-
ship bill—to theSelect Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-
owning Interests. -

Also, petition of Dr. W. H. Gillam, and 30 others, citizens of Parke
County, Indiana, relating to public health—to the Committee on Com-
merce.

By Mr. LANG: Memorial of Knights of Labor Local Assembly No.
4638, of Bridgewater, Mass., in aid of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com-
mittee on Railways and Canals.

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Memorial of the Woman’s National Indian As-
sociation of Newark, N. J., and other citizens, asking for the passage
of the Dawes Sioux bill—to®the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Kuights of Labor of Grand Rapids,
Mich., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Com-
mittee onRailways and Canals.

By Mr. O'HARA: Petition of citizens of Fayetteville, N. C., ssklng
for a term of United States court, and for other purposes—to the
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Knights of Labor of Auburn, N. Y., in
favor of the passage of the Hennepin Canal bill—to the Gommlttee on
Railways and Canals.
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Also, remonstrance of Knights of Labor of Auburn, N. Y., against the
gamga of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American
hip-building and Ship-owning Interests. y

By Mr. PERKINS: Communication from the president of the board
of edueation of Cherryvale, Kans., and the president of the Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union, and others, for the passage of the temper-
ance educational bill—to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of John W. Haldeman and 88 others, citi-
zens of Taylor County, Wisconsin, for the of the hill recom-
mended by the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the
Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

y Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of the Maine branch of the Woman's
National Indian Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 52—to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce against
bridging the Ohio River at Cairo as proposed by Senate bill 1718 and
House bill 6047—to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Petition of 54 members of Local Assemby No.
2116 of Knights of Labor, of Atlantic City, Iowa, against the passage
of the free-ship bill—to the Select Committee on American Ship-build-
ing and Ship-owning Interests.

y Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Local Assembly No. 2511, Knights
of Labor, of Pekin, I11., against the free-ship bill—to the same com-
mittee. ;

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of John P. Fraley, tobe placed on
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions..

By Mr. J. H. WARD: Petition of Local Assemblies Nos. 522 and
4670, Knights of Labor, of Chicago, against the free-ship bill—to the
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter-
ests.

Also, memorial of Knights of Labor Local Assemblies Nos. 522 and
1307, of Chicago, Ill., in favor of the construction of the Hennepin
Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. =

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James W. Rudgeforth, asking that
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Bp Mr. WOODBURN: Six petitions of 237 citizens of Idako Terri-
tory, praying for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. WOODBURN,
of Nevada, for the extirpation and suppression of polygamy in the Ter-
ritories—to the Committee on the Territories. :

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law
requiring scientific temperance instroction in the publie schools of the
District of Columbia, in the Territories, in the Military and Naval Acad-
emies, and in the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally
referred to the Committee on Education: J :

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Of citizens of Cook County, Illinois.

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of citizens of Wayne and Henry Coun-
ties, Indiana.

By Mr. GLASS: Of citizens of Obion County, Tennessee.

By Mr. HANBACK: Of citizens of Osborne, Rooks, Jewell, and
Mitchell Counties, Kansas.

SENATE.
FRIDAY, April 16, 1886.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent-
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the
Committee on Finance:

A bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States; and ]

A bill (H, R. 7465) to amend section 3357 of the Revised Statutes of
the United States as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880,
and section 3389 of said Revised Statutes as amended by section 16 of
the act of March, 1879,

The bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes
ofthe United States, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

The bill (H. R. 6637) relating to contested elections, was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

.
PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore presented a memorial of Knightsof La-
bor of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented resolutionsadopted by the Board of Trade and Trans-
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the construction
of a bridge across the Ohio River at Cairo, Il1., as contemplated by Sen-

nate bill 1718 and House bill 6047; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, .

Mr. DAWES presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Georgetown
and Lynn, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the construction
by the Government of the Hennepin Canal; which were referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. DOLPH ted a petition of citizens of Lewiston, Idaho, pray-
ing for the annexation of Northern Idaho to Washington Territory;
which was referred to the Committee on Territories.

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Tariffville,
Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for the construction by the Gov-
ernment of the Hennepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce. 5

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Bath, Me.,
praying that liberal appropriations be made for public works of internal
improvement, and especially for the construction by the Government
of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass.; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Madison
County, Tennessee, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Atlan-
tie, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania
praying for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of alcoholic
liquors in the Distriet of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia. :

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania praying for
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania praying for
the adoption of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufact-
ure and saleof alcoholic liguors throughont the national domain; which
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr. COKE. Ipresentapetitionsigned by ten ortwelvecolored people
of Groveton, Trinity County, Texas, praying for the passage of abill ap-
propriating not exceedingsmo per capita, to be expended under the di-
rection of the American Colonization Society, in paying the expenses of
emigrants to Liberiaand in providing there six months’ shelter and sup-
port of themselves and children. I move that the petitipn be referred
to the Committee on Edueation and Labor.

The motion was to.

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Sidney Plains, N.
Y., praying for the passage of a law taxing imitations of butter; which
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of Kniglits of Labor of Grand
Rapids, Mich., praying for the construction by the Government of the
Hennepin Canal and other internal improvements; which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presenfed a memorial of 167 Knights of Labor of Coldwater;
a memorial of 70 Knights of Labor of Ionia, and a memorial of 117
Knights of Labor of Mount Clemens, in the State of Michigan, remon-
strating agaist the passage of the free-ship bill; which were referred to
the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 450 Knights of Labor of Sprin 5;
field, 111., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; whi
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Miners-
ville, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill;
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the pas-
sage of a bill providing for the organization of the Territory of Okla-
homa; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Kirwin, Kans,,
gmying that the Government purchase or construct an experimental

ouble-track railroad from the city of New York to Kansas City, Mo.;
which was referred to the Committee on Railroads.

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wyandotte County, Kan-
sas, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations
of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic
in regard to pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pen-

sions,

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of William H. F. Lee, of Fair-
fax County, Virginia, praying for the removal of his political disabil-
ities; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, in the
State of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young's Bay, a
navigable stream in said county and State, reported it with amend-

ents.
mMr. HARRIS. For the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, who is now
absent, and in his name, I report from that committee the bill (S. 851) to
amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company with amend-
ments, and I ask that it be placed on the Calendar.
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